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f-aud on the part of a great number of individuals 
+o present faise claims against the Government to 
an almost illimitable extent. ‘Two or three men, 
i-navish in their character, with a disposition to 
defraud, may pile affidavits on affidavits before a 
Commissioner, which by no possibility of human 
ingenuity could he detect. 

Under the circumstances attending these trans- 
actions, looking at the remoteness of the occur- 
rences, and the impossibility of having any check 


to cuard against fraud, if you exclude reference | 


to the pay-roll and the muster-roll of the compa- 
nies, | think it better to adhere to the general rule. 
What will be the effect of the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia? The Commissioner turns 


to the pay-roll and to. the muster-roll of a com- || 
pany in which an applicant claims to have served, || 
and he may not find his name there; but the an- 

ewer will be: ** Here is an affidavit to show that | 
the person was there; and although his name is || 


not on the pay-roll or the muster-roll, the act of 
Congress requires that he shall be paid just as if 
it were thére, because parol testimony is to be 
equivalent to written evidence.’’ I do not mean 
to say that there may not be a few cases—-I be- 
lieve they are rare—where, from the mode in 
which the business was conducted, omissions of 
names took place from both the muster and pay- 
rolls. Ihave no doubt, however, that in the vast 
majority of cases where such omissions did exist, 
it was from the neglect of the party, or perhaps 
on account of some personal object to be gained 
by not having his name entered on the roll. When 
the rolls were made, there could be no object on 
the part of the officer to omit the name of any 
man; for he could not look prospectively forward 
to the fact that the Congress of the United States, 
after a lapse of forty or fifty years, would make 
such a general oe of the public lands by 
way of bounty. 

are few and rare indeed, in which a party could 
have been in the service of the United States for 
fourteen days, where a muster-roll was kept at all, 
in which his name does not appear on that roll. 


As to the cases of substitutes, [ feel no sym- | 


pathy forthem. Thereisno conscription in this 
country. If aman chose to employ a substitute 
to perform the service, the substitute ought to get 
the land. He ought to have taken care, and, if 
there was no dishonesty in the transaction, and 
no object for disguise and concealment, he prob- 


ably did take care, to have his name placed on the | 


rolls. The cases of that class, however, must be 
few and isolated; and if any meritorious ones are 
pen they may be the subjects of special 
egislation when they come up; but they form 
no grounds for a general exception in this law. 
The cases which have been excepted by the 
committee, as far as I have heard them stated, 
are well-known historical cases, in which no 
muster-rolls or pay-rolls were, or could be, kept, 
and yet where the persons notoriously performed 
the service en masse as a class. 


their identification do not exist, and never did 


exist in these cases, you must of necessity, in | 
order to do justice, admit parol testimony in those | 


particular cases. 
of it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, upon the ques- 
tion of 
say. The attempt to exclude parol evidence here 
is merely delaying the execution of the intention 
of Congress. It has been fought from time to 
time before Congress, and the principle has been 
established that a particular amount of service 
entitles a man to bounty. The real question is, 
will you give itto him? It will be presented to 
us year after year, and it will be allowed finally, 
because it is just and right. You may resist it, 
but the real o ject in resisting it is not as to the 
character of the evidence. The gentlemen who 
are opposed to what has been determined to be 
the policy of the country, seek, by requirements 
as to the character of evidence, to circumscribe 
it. That is the objection of the Senator from 
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This is the view which I take 


have no doubt that the cases | 


Michigan, [Mr. Srvart,] and those who act with 


the se The object now | 
is to identify the individuals; and as the ordinary || 
means which would exist in all other cases for | 


arol evidence I have a word or two to | 


| the grant. 


| tion. 


| hour dispensed y 
1 
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him in regard to this bill. They wish to restrict 


Congress has declared that whoever 


has performed fourteen days’ military service for | 
the country shall have one hundred and sixty 


acres of land. ‘The Senator from Michigan op- 
posed that provision; so did I. I thought at the 
time that it was unwise; I think so yet; but as 
the country has determined that that amount of 


military service shall entitle a man to bounty land, | 
I say that it is unjust to seek pretenses and pre- | 
texts to deprive a ‘gente of the men who have 


done service of the benefits of the law; and there- 
fore I am against the restrictions which are sought 
to be imposed. 


My friend from South Carélina excepts his 


King’s-Mountain case, and he says that is histor- 
ical. I believe the battle is somewhat known to 


| history, though I suppose it was not so greata bat- 


tle as one which was fought in California a few 
years since, judging from the description that we 
Sante of it some days ago in the Senate—I allude 
to the battle of San Vincente. [Laughter.] It 
was a very creditable little affair; but although 


| the event and the service which it was to the coun- | 


try are historical, the Senator from South Car 
olina must resort to parol evidence to reward the 
magnificent services of those engaged at King’s 

S . ry “a ~ 
Mountain. The amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio makes that provision for other cases. ‘The 
question is, whether it shall be general. 


The tomb-stones to which the Senator from || 


South Carolinaalluded, are not records; and this 
is the first time that I ever heard such a declara- 


of anything. Are they records? 
Mr. BUTLER. They are evidence. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I know they are evidence; but 


|| are they records? It is said here that you must | 
have record evidence; and that is the point. I | 


know they are evidence; but Lalso know thatthe 
oaths of good men and true have established for 
twenty centuries everything in this world and in 
the next world. The Christian religion stands 


| on parolevidence. The lives, liberty, and prop- | 
| erty of men in all civilized and savage countries 
on the face of the earth, where they rest on testi- | 


mony, stand on parol evidence. Now, a war- 


to rest on parol evidence! 
erty, his reputation, and his property—are every 


Senators tell us t 
lic land, which you have thrown away thus lav- 
ishly, is a thing too sacred to be trusted to parol 
evidence! That is the whole case; there is 
nothing else in it. 

Sir, this debate proceeds on a misnomer—a per- 
version of law terms. There is no record evi- 
dence here. You have not a particle of it. There 
is no such thing as record evidence to prove the 
service of a single human being of all the thou- 
sands to whom you have given bounty land. It 
all rests on parol. The muster-rolls and pay- 
rolls are certificates not even evidenced by oaths. 
They are not even sworn to. They are returns 
made on the honor of a gentleman and an officer 
by those under whom your soldiers serve, These 
rolls you now dignify with the appellation of 
seedtill, for the purpose of restricting this act 
below the design of Congress. You pervert ju- 
dicial terms; you pervert the English language in 


order to defeat your own law and defeat a princi- | 


ple declared by Congress. 
My friend from South Carolina talks to us 


| about historical evidence. Is that record? This 
| law does not say that historical evidence shall 


establish a man’s right to land. Historical evi- 
dence has established men’s rights to pensions in 


the Revolution, and it is very good evidence; but | 


it will not do here, for it is parol; it is not record. 


| No historical evidence would do under this bill, 


{am surprised to hear it from a judicial | 
authority which I am every day in the habit of | 
respecting in my committee room; but I will say || 
| to my friend that he can hardly make tomb-stones | 
and inscriptions in South Carolina record evidence 
| the property of every man in America. 
} thing more needed for the public land? 


parol evidence; and yet, grave | 
at a tract of forty acres of pub- | 
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as the Senator from Michigan and his committee 
want it. All the tombstones in South Carolina 
would not prove the service at King’s Mountain; 
but you must have what they call “ record evi- 
dence.”’ I suppose they mean, by that term, re- 
turns in writing of muster-rolls and pay-rolls. I 
say that, so far from these being record evidence, 
they are not equal to evidence established by the 
sath of good men andtrue. These rolls are not 
even sanctioned by an oath; and all the bounty 
lands issued from your Pension Office are issued 
on nothing but the certificate of an officer, on the 
honor of a gentleman and an officer. 

We are told that we cannot trust our judicial 
tribunals, for all these oaths must be taken by a 
judicial officer. ~Every fact which may be proved 
in other cases, may be proved by parol. In 
every case where you seek to prove the identity 
of a man, it is by parol, Is there a greater chance 
of perjury in this case? It is an ordinary occur- 
rence that secondary evidence is gone into, and 
it must be so. What is there in the single fact 
of service under bounty land bills so sacred that 
you will not allow it to be evidenced by parol, as 
everything else may be under the existing laws? 

Mr. President, and gentlemen of the Senate, 
when the principle is decided that this service en- 
titles the citizen to so much of the public land, 


| there is but one more question to be determined, 


and that is, has he done the service? If so, he is 
entitled to the land. Make him produce, as in 
all other cases, the best evidence. If there are 


| records, let him present them; but if there are 


none, let him prove his right, as you allow men’s 
rights to be proved everywhere else, and let him 
produce the best evidence of which the nature of 
the case will admit. Then you will throw around 
the public lands precisely the same securities 
which you throw around the life, the liberty, and 
Is any- 

If so, 
insist on record evidence. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not like 
the tone of remark of my friend from Georgia, in 
relation to King’s Mountain, in any point of 
view. [appreciate his taste, and I appreciate still 
more his legal attainments. I must differ from 
him, however, on this occasion,in both. I ven- 
ture to say that in England, and I hope in Georgia, 
the tomb of Pulaski, and the tomb of Nathaniel 
Greene, and the inscriptions upon them, would 


|| be regarded as something higher and more sacred 
rant for forty acres of land is too sacred.a thing | 


In every court of jus- | 
| tice, the dearest interests of man—his life, his lib- 


than the ambulatory testimony which could be 
roduced by persons declaring upon parol. I 
1ave been some time from the profession, but I 
have always understood that the highest evidence 
of genealogy—yes, sir, higher than church regis- 
ters—the highest and the proudest evidences of 


| genealogy, are the inscriptions on the tombstones 
| of patriots. 


I understand that my friend from 
Georgia says there is no such thing. 

Mr. TOOMBS, Not at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think the Senator is in a 
minority on that subject. From time immemo- 
rial it has been resorted to. I suppose in Georgia 
they would resort to the almanac, and they would 
think that quite good evidence for anything which 
it contained. [Laughter.] Now, sir, | maintain 
here, in the face of the Senate, that the inscriptions 
on Washington’s tombstone are good evidence 
of genealogy. 

r. TOOMBS. That is very true. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then you are coming to my 
proposition. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Notatall. I said they were 
not record evidence. I insist on it yet,andI wish 


| the Senator to get in his parol evidence. . 


Mr. BUTLER. When the Senator speaks of 
record evidence, I suppose he would regard church 
registers as record. | am not speaking now tech- 
nically. I hope my friend will not reduce me to 
the Procrustean nde of using the word ** record” 
always in the technical sense in which he would 
speak of a roll in England. Thatis the only rec- 
ord there admitted. There is not a record in 
Georgia, there is nota record in South Carolina, ac- 
cording to the true sense of the term as understood 
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in Enviand. In South Carolina and Georgia, we | 
have not what is called record evidence in Eng- | 
land, strictly speaking, as a legal record; but we | 
have statutory records. I venture to say that | 
my friend has often heard a witness declare—an 
old woman with a Bible in her hand—* here it is 
on record in the Bible.’’ He has heard it often, | 
and the judges have regarded it as good record 
evidence. If they did not, they were no judges, 
or they were very much deluded by ingenious | 
law yers—(laughter]—one or the other. 
Now, sir, a word with regard to the case of the 
battle of King’s Mountain. Originally I intro- 
duced the amendment to include that class of 
persons in the bounty land law, as an exception— 
as an honorable statutory tribute to those people. 
I wish now that I had not done it, for not one of 
them has applied to me, and I am informed that 
not a single one can claim under the clause. I 
did think that an eld lady with whom I was ac- 
guainted in North Carolina—notin my own State 
—and perhaps Colonel McDowell, if he is still 
alive, might claim under it, but no one else. The 
Senator knows very well that there are no minor 
children of the men engaged in that battle; and 
no one could claim but the widow or one of the 
living heroes of that battle. When the Senator 
from Georgia speaks of it as a tolerably hand- 
some affair, let me tell him that history has 
regarded it as the most eventful chapter in the 
revolutionary war in the southern States, Sir, I 
will not allow it to be compared with the other 
battles of those who come here to claim under 
varol evidence of their service. It was the first 
battle that turned the tide of British dominion in 
the South. Georgia was overrun, South Caro- 
lina was overrun,and the British had proclaimed 
that they were under civil government, and the 
sriush sword and British dominion were prevail- 
ing there. ‘Then, these men came from over the 
mountains—not from South Carolina alone. If | 
the Senator from Georgia intended to say that I 
had taken a partin this matter because King’s 
Mountain was in Svuth Carolina, I tell him that 
none of these men came from South Carolina 
except the gallant Williams and his five hundred | 
men. He led the van, and was the first to fall, 
and his was the only corps from South Carolina, | 
Virginians were there, led by the gallant Camp- | 
bell; Kentuckians were there, led by Shelby; 
‘Tennesseeans, led by Sevier; and North Caro- 
linians, lead by McDowell. 
When I introduced the amendment last year to | 
provide for them, it was as a historical tribute to 
the memory of these brave and patriotic men | 
who furnished their own horses, and passed 
through a wilderness, and overtook, perhaps, the | 
most accomplished man who then commanded 
the British forces, Colonel Ferguson, and King’s 
Mountain was the place where they earned their 
imperishable honors. I would wish no higher 
monument than that the rock on that mountain | 
should be cut down, and the names of those heroes | 
written upon it. The Senator from Georgia | 
would not call that a record. I would call it the 
anne record that there ever has been. It would | 
ve a record as durable as the mountain—more | 
durable than brass, and better than paper. 
Now, sir, if I could, | would withdraw from 
the bill of last year the provision in regard to 
King’s Mountain, for | perceive that it has been 
used asa precedent under which others can claim. 
Ido not believe there is a single one who can 
now receive land under that clause. When I of- | 
fered it I believed that a venerable widow would | 
receive land under it; and though she was a 
woman, tottering on the verge of the grave, I | 
would stand by her and maintain her rights. I 
presume now, however, that no person can claim 
land under that clause, unless Colonel McDowell, | 
if he be alive, and I do not know whether he is | 
or not. It was offered as a tribute in the first | 
instance, which might have included two or three, | 
but now I doubt whether it covers one. 
1 shal] say no more; but [ sit down maintain- 
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ing that inscriptions on tombstones are good evi- 
dence in court, and are to be regarded as better 
evidence than any parol testimony or any paper 
evidence that can be resorted to, 
Mr. SEWARD. 1 understand from the hon- | 
orable Senator from Georgia [Mr. lyerson] that 
he intends to vote for the amendment of the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio. That being the case, | 
st is necessary, in order that my own vote may 










I] 








the question is taken, that I shall now vote against 

the amendment of the honorable Senator from 

Ohio, but with the view of falling back and adopt- 

| ing the amendment of the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, which I prefer. 

Mr. IVERSON. The position which I pro- 
| pose to occupy 1s, to vote for the amendment of 
| the Senator from Ohio, and then, afterwards, to 

move my amendment by way of substitute for 
his, because I prefer mine. 


‘| Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will, 


He cannot offer 
it afterwards as a substitute; and, therefore, fear- 
| ing that we shall lose his amendment and pass 
| that of the Senator from Ohio, I shall vote against 
| the latter. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. IVERSON. Suppose that be adopted, 
what will be the effect on my amendment? 

Mr. FOOT. I understand the position of the 
question to be this—and it was so stated at the 
time when the honorable Senator from Georgia 
withdrew his amendment with a view to have 
action on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ohio—that, if that be sciciad, it will then 
be in order for the Senator from Georgia to renew 
his amendment; but if it be adopted, it will not 
be in order for the Senator from Georgia to offer 
his as a substitute for it. 

The PRESIDENT. That is the fact. 

Mr. PUGH. The motion of the Senator from 
Georgia is to strike out the whole section. It 
can be as well stricken out after as before the 
adoption of my amendment, 

The PRESIDENT. If the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Ohio be adopted, then the 
amendment that has been withdrawn by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia will not be in order. If, how- 
ever, the amendment of the Senator from Ohio 
be rejected, the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia will be in order. 

Mr. IVERSON. If that be the state of the 
case, I must vote against the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understand that the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio is an addi- 
tion to the third section. Suppose it be adopted, 
would it not still be subject to the amendment of 
the Senator from Georgia, which is to the whole 
section? 

The PRESIDENT. A motion to strike out 
the whole section, and insert a new one, would 
be in order. 

Mr. IVERSON. That is the manner in which 
I propose té present my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. It is in order first to per- 
fect the section, and then any Senator may move 
to strike it all out, and substitute a different prop- 
osition. 

Mr. IVERSON. I understand, then, that, if 
the amendment of the Senator from Uhio be 
adopted, (which, as the Senator from Vermont 
has correctly stated, is an addition to the third 
section,) [ can move to strike out the whole of 
the third section, and substitute my amendment 
for it? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. IVERSON. Then I shall vote for the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. DURKEE. Before the vote is taken, I 
beg leave to state that, if I were in favor of dis- 
posing of the public lands in this manner, I should 
support the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia; but I am against the whole system. I 
have seen the effect of covering over the new 
States with land warrants. I believe they work 
injuriously on the new States; and my opinion is, 
that whatever is ees to the new States is 
injurious to the old States. For this reason I am 
opposed to the whole system, and I shall, there- 
fore, vote against these amendments and against 
the whole measure. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Toomss] says that this is only a question 
of time. lam willing to accept it on that position; 
and if Congress are now disposed to change the 
rule which they adopted in 1855,and say that 
parol evidence shall be admissible under the act 
of 1855, I have nothing to say against it; I shall 
content myself with voting againstit. I object, 
however, to the argument which the Senator uses. 
He says that everything valuable in this ¥ orld 


| I think, be unable to do that. 
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not be misunderstood, that I should state, before 
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and in the world to come stands on parol ey 
dence. Sir, Ido not so understand the history 
of this world, and such is not my belief of th, 
world to come. - 
Parol evidence as itis presented in courts of 
law is subjected to contradictioh. Every Witness 
is subjected to cross-examination. Heis brought 
upon the stand, either in open court or before; 
officers of the court,and he is confronted by ot 
witnesses, and undergoes a cross-eXamination 
and the extent of his knowledge is tested. Doo, 
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| that apply as a parallel to this case? A man sits 


down in California or in Maine, and makes oy; 
an affidavit, and sends it to the Pension Office; and 
that is called parol evidence of such a character as 
is received before courts and juries, where, as | 
have said, the witness is brought on the stand 
either in open court, or before an appointed of. 
cer of the court, confronted with other witnesses 
cross-examined, tested as to the extent of his 
knowledge, and as to the faith reposed in his tes. 
timony. ‘There is no parallel at all between the 
cases. 

Now, sir, for the last time I hope, I beg leave 
to call the attention of the Senate to the action 
of- the Committee on Public Lands on this ques. 
tion, and I trust we shall not be subjected to the 
criticism which has been indulged in. When the 
bill from the House of Representatives came to 
the Senate, the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Bropueap] rose and asked to have the Senate 
pass it without referring it tothe committee. The 
Senator from Texas (Mr. Rusk] stated, however, 
that he should insist on its committal, on my 
motion, to the Committee on Public Lands, for 
we ought not to adopt it. The Senate referred 
the bill to the Committee on Public Lands, 
There was a vote of the Senate saying to the 
committee that they were not ready to take the 
bill of the House. What did the Committee on 
Public Lands do under those circumstances? 
They proceeded to make such amendments as 
would carry out to the fullest extent the act of 
1855, as the Senate at that time intended it. We 
are not to be attacked, criticised, and stigmatized, 
as if the Committee on Public Lands wanted to 
do something. Why, sir, every time when this 

uestion is brought up, the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. Iverson] insists that there is something 
culpable in the action of the Committee on Public 
Lands, that they have some sinister motives, 
and he makes use of terms, and expresses them 
in a manner far from being agreeable. I said to 
him to-day that I had explained, again and 
again, that the Committee on Public Lands had 
expressed no preference in respect to the services 
at Kine’s Mountain, at Plattsburg, and at Nick- 
ojack, but that the act of 1855 did it; and the 

nator replies to me that I have not made a 
sensible explanation. That may be his mode of 
arguing questions; it may be a parliamentary 
mode of speaking of the action of a «committee; 
it may be polite between gentlemen; but it is not 
according to my understanding. 

Now, sir, I hope that what I have said before 
and repeat again, it may not be necessary for me 
to say hereafter, that the Committee on Public 
Lands, so far as I know, cheerfully submit this 
whole question to the judgment of the Senate with 
no regretat any result that may follow. We have 
endeavored to carry out the act of 1855, and we 
believe we have done it. If other gentlemen 
differ from us in opinion, it is a difference which 
they have a right toentertain, and the whole sub- 


ject will be brought to atest when the question 


shall be taken on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Committee on Public Lands as a substitute 
for the House bill. If the Senate say No, let 
them take the House bill, which repeals the third 
section of the original act, and allows parol tes- 
timony inall cases. That question the Committee 
on Public Lands have reserved to the Senate; 
they have not sought to take it away from the 
Senate, and do not seek to do so now; nor could 
they do so if they desired. . 
I hope that we shall be permitted to act on this 
subject, and in that hope I refrain from entering 
further into the discussion, which I should like 
very much to do, if it were not that I think 
would be an unnecessary consumption of time. 
The ye and nays being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Puan, resulted—yeas 15, nays 265 
as follows: ; 
YEAS—Messrs, Biggs, Brodhead, Collamer, Evans, Fit2- 
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———————————— 
Foot, Houston, Iverson, James, Mallory, Pugh, | 
patric Seward, Weller, and Wright—15. 
wAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of New 
Hampshire, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Butler, Crit- | 
tenden, Dodge, Durkee, Fish, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Har- | 
an Jones of Lowa, Mason, Stuart, Sumner, Toombs, 
Toucey, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—26. 


i 

| 

So the amendment was rejected, 
| 


Mr. IVERSON. I now renew the amendment | 
which I withdrew a short time ago, to strike out || 
the third section, and insert the provision allow- | 
ine parol evidence. | 
Mr. PUGH called for the yeas and nays; and | 
they were ordered; and on being taken, resulted | 
_yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: ] 

YEAS-—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- || 
nessee, Biggs, Brown, Cass, Collamer, Crittenden, Fish, | 
Fitzpatrick, Haie, Hamlin, Harlan, Iverson, James, Reid, |) 
seward, Sumuer, Toombs, Toucey, Trumbull, Wade, and || 

; 9 | 
Ways —Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Big- || 
jer, Brodhead, Dodge, Durkee, Evans, Foot, Geyer, Hous- 
ton, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, Mason, Pugh, Stuart, Weller, 
and Wright—19. 


| 
So the amendment was adopted. | 


Mr. FOOT. The adoption of that amendment || 
renders the proviso of the seventh section unne- | 
cessary, and in fact inconsistent. I therefore | 
move to strike out that proviso, which is in these | 
words: ‘ | 

Provided, however, Thatin cases arising under this sec- 
tion the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to receive the affidavit, or other authenticated 
statement or report, of any officer of the Army of the United || 
Sutes, in obedience to whose commands, or with whom, 
such military service was rendered, if recorded evidence 
thereof cannot be produced. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FOOT. There was an amendment adopted || 
the other day, which was offered by my colleague, || 
[Mr. Cottamer,] upon the supposition of a con- | 
struction of the second section of the act of 1855, 
which turns out, upon inquiry, to have been | 
otherwise than was supposed. ‘That amendment, 
therefore, under the construction now understood 
to have been adonted by the Department, becomes 
unnecessary. y common consent, without 
moving a reconsideration of the vote by which it 
was adopted, I ask that it be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wetter.) 
That correction will be made, if there be no ob- 
jection, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to offeran amendment, 
to strike out of the proviso in the first section the 
words, ** properly granted,’’ and insert, ‘* ob- | 

tained by fraud.’’ If that amendment be adopted, 
I shall offer a similar one in the next section. I 
wish those words stricken out, so that the proviso 
will read: 

Provided, nevertheless, That if upon a review of such 
evidence the Commissioner of Pensions shall be satisfied 
that the former certificate or warrant was obtained by 
fraud, he may require additional evidence, as well of the 
term as of the fact of service. 

Mr. PUGH. The reason why I prefer the 
language of the committee is, that we had this 
phraseology now proposed before us, and we 
were satisfied that there might be cases which 
would show on the face of the warrant that the 
ought not to be granted, though no fraud might 
have been committed. It seems to me that the 
words, ** properly granted,’’ embrace all that the 
gentleman from Mississippi can claim. I prefer, 
therefore, that the language of the section should 
be retained. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam not disposed to make a 
pa to amend which will give rise to de- 

wte; but I wish to explain, in a very few words, 
why I offer this amendmeni. 

We usually have a new Commissioner of Pen- 
sions every four years. When a commissioner | 
has passed upon an application, and the proof 
in its support, I desire that that shall stand as the 
—— of the Department unless some fraud 
1as been committed. Iam willing, if any frauds 
are discovered, that the commissioner shall set 
aside the former action; but what is the practical 
effect of such a provision as that contained in the 
substitute of the committee? 

I have known cases of this kind: An individual 
made application for a pension, and it was granted 
to him on his proof. He received it while he was 
living, and by the law his widow or his children 
are entitled to receive that pension, or a portion 
of it, after hisdeath. Aftera long reinvestigation, 
the commissioner in office at the time of the re- 
investigation, comes to the conclusion that the 
former commissioner granted the pension on 
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| few 


| been rendered by the father-in-law of t } 
| who had received the benefit of it instead of the 
This was | 





insufficient proof, and requires additional testi- 
mony. No additional testimony was required of 
the man while living; but when he is dead, and 
when it is utterly impossible for his representa- 


tives to produce additional testimony, it is re- | 


quired. If any fraud has been committed I am 
willing that it shall be set aside; but I wish, when 
a commissioner has once settled the question in 
the Department, to let it remain, and not allow 
each commissioner, when the case comes in to 
reinvestigate it, and reverse the decision of a 
tribunal—he being no higher than the one which 
formerly decided it. That is my sole object in 
proposing this amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
not prevail, 
business so complicated as that of the pension 
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I hope this amendment will | 
It must necessarily happen in a | 


bureau, that there will sometimes be misconstruc- | 


tions on both sides; and I think it is best either 
to dispense with the Department altogether, or to 
confide in it to do justice between the Government 
and the people. fa the honorable and responsible 
post of a member of the Committee on Pensions 
this peculiar case came to my knowledge only a 

on ago: A party had been receiving $250 a 


year from the Government of the United States | 


| for a very considerable period of years, upon the 


ground that her deceased husband was in the 


| service of the Government in the revolutionary 
| war,and she applied for an increase of that com- 


pensation. The Committee on Pensions referred 


| the subject to the Commissioner of Pensions. 


There we ascertained, by a single scrap of writing, 


a mere atm less than a sentence, contained in | 


the evidence found in the Department, that the 
services for which the $250 a year was eg had 
1e party 


father, both being of the same name. 
discovered; and | suppose the idea of their right 
may have been very honestly entertained by the 
parties who solicited it. I do not see any neces- 
sity for changing the law in that respect as long 
as the commissioner is trustworthy; and if he is 
not, we had better discontinue the system alto- 
gether. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FOOT. There is a verbal amendment 


which is necessary in the sixth section, to insert | 


the words, ‘‘or Territory.”’ That section now 
reads: 

Sec. 6. .4nd be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
the said act shall extend to all officers, non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, and privates of the militia or volunteer 
forces of any State, who were mustered into the military 
service of the United States pursuant to any requisition or 
call from a general officer commanding an army of military 
department of the United States, in expectation of any 


concerted insurrection of the Indians or armed invasion 
from abroad. 


I move to insert the words, ‘ or Territory,” 
after the word ‘‘ State.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PUGH. I move to amend the substitute 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the question was stated to be on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. IVERSON. I renew the amendment which 
I offered in Committee of the Whole, and which 
was rejected, in relation to the mode of computa- 
tion. 

Mr. FOOT. The first question is on agreeing 
to the amendments made in the Committee of the 
Whole, and, if that be done, then the Senator will 
be in order. 

Mr. IVERSON. If was too hasty, perhaps. 

The amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole were concurred in. 


Mr. IVERSON. I now offer my amendment. 


I do not propose to discuss it at all. It is to add 
the following new section: 


“And be it further enacted, That where any company, 
battalion, or regiment, in an organized form, marched more 
than twenty miles to the place where they were mustered 
into the service of the United States, or were discharged 
more than twenty miles from the place where such com- 
pany, battalion, or regiment was organized; in all such 
cases, in computing the length of service of the officers and 
soldiers of any such company. battalion, or regiment, ueder 
the act entitled “An act in addition to certain acts granting 











| bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have been 


engaged in the military service of the United States,” ap- 
proved 3d of March, 1855, there shall be allowed one day 
for every iwenty miles from the place where the company, 
battalion, or regiment was organized, to the place where 
the sume was mustered into the service of the United 
States ; and also, one day for every twenty miles from the 
place where such company, battalion, or regiment was 
discharged to the place where it was organized, and from 
whence it marched to enter the service. 


Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. If the Senator will offer my pro- 
viso in addition to the section, I shall have no 
objection. 

Mr. LVERSON. 1 do not remember it. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator accepted the pro- 
viso when I suggested it last week. 

Mr. IVERSON. I do not remember now what 
it was. I remember that 1 accepted some pro- 
vision. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the proviso, 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Provided, That such march was in obedience to the com- 
mand or direction of the President of the United States, or 
some general oflicer of the United States commanding an 
army or department, or the chief executive officer of the 


| State or Territory by which such company, battalion, or 


| 
| 


in the fifth section by inserting after the words, || 


‘© United States,’’ the words, ‘‘ or the revenue 
cutters in service as vessels of war or blockade.”’ 
1 have been shown a letter in the possession of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, by which it 
appears that those who were on board revenue 


cutters, although engaged perhaps in the blockade | 


of Vera Cruz, or other service, have not been 
admitted under the language of the present law, 
and the object of this amendment is to include 
them. The section will then read: 


Sec. 5. nd be it further enacted, That clerks and other | 
assistants of quartermasters, commissaries, paymasters, and || 


surgeons, together with artificers, the servants of officers, 


| 
| 
} 


| 
| 


| 


and other persons employed in or about the camps of the | 


Army of the United States, and subject to military law, as 
well as artificers, the servants of naval officers, and all 
other persons employed on board of the armed vessels of 
the United States, or the revenue cutters in service as ves- 
sels of war or blockade during any of the wars specified in 
the first section of the act to which this is an amendment, 
shall be entitled to the benefits of the said act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PUGH. The question now is on the 
amendment of the committee as _ heretofore 
amended, in lieu of the House bill. To this I pre- 
sume there is no objection, as the amendment of 


the Senator from Georgia is the same as the 
House bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





i 
\| regiment was called into service. 


| 


Mr. IVERSON. 
and I will accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It cannot be 
altered now without unanimous consent, the yeas 
and nays having been ordered. The Chair hears 
no objection, however, to the modification. The 
question is, therefore, on the amendment as 
modified. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Biggs, Brown, 
Crittenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Iverson, 


James, Mallory, Pugh, Reid, Seward, Sumner, Toombs, 
Wilson, and Wrigit—19. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adains, Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Brod- 
head, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Evans, Foot, Har- 
lan, Houston, Jones of Lowa, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and 
Weller—18. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ido not intend to de- 
tain the Senate; but I wish to call attention to the 
fifth section as it now stands. If I understand 
it, it is an extension of this donation beyond all 
other laws, giving it to persons not embraced in 
any previous law whatever; and, with this an- 
derstanding, 1 wish now, as I presume it has not 
attracted the particular attention of any Senator, 
simply to read it, and then make a proposition 
in relation to it. It reads: 

Sec.5. Andte it further enacted, That clerks, and other 
assistants of quartermasters, agreement oy mm mer 
surgeons and assistant surgeons, together with artificers, 
the servants of officers,— 

—these are all the various classes which are 
designated— 

and other persons employed in or about the camps of the 
Army of the United States, and subject to military law 
as well as artificers, the servants of naval officers, and ail 
other persons employed on board of the armed vessels of 
the United States during any of the wars specified in the 


first section of the act to which this is an amendment, shall 
be entitled to the benefits of the said act. 


Now, sir, if I were to vote for that section, I 


I have no objection to that, 
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could not say to whom I had voted this bounty; 
I could not describe the limits of it, nor could I 
decide on the claims of applicants, it is so vague 
and so uncertain. 
yan {Mr. Srvart] supposes that the vagueness 


and uncertainty of these descriptions are some- | 


what corrected by the phrase, *‘subjectto military || 


States. That same limitation applies to the bill 


The gentleman from Michi- || 


|| and as the amendment of the committee stood, the | 


law.’ That itself is an exceedingly vague re- | 


striction, and contributes but little to make cer- 
tain that which was before ambiguous. Accord- 


ing to the plain reading of the sentence, it will || 


be observed that that restrictive clause only ap- 


plies to “ other persons employed in or about the | 
! 


camps of the Army of the 
no application to the preceding classes of clerks 
and assistants. 

After that vague and general description, they 


go on—as if determined that nothing should be || 
of language—to | 
oyed in or about | 


omitted by the utmost generalit 

say, “and other persons “nem 
the camps of the Army of the United States, and 
subject to military law.”’ 
ject to military law?’’ These ‘ other persons?’’ 


And other persons employed in or abont the camps of 
the Army ofthe United States, and subject to military law. 


Does the reference of that clause go further || 


back than to the last general class which it de- 
scribes? The clerks are not subject to military 
law, and nobody contends it. The assistants of 
quartermasters, commissaries, and paymasters, 
are entitled, but who else? All others employed 
about the camp and subject to military law. ‘This 
is my view of the subject, and I thinkis the clear 
interpretation of the innees The clause, ** sub- 
ject to military law,’’ has no relation further back 
than ‘‘other persons.’’ It was to make them a 
litle more certain that they are described as per- 
sons who should be ‘ ooh 

but the vagueness is left altogether uncorrected as 
to clerks and other assistants of quartermasters, 
commissaries, paymasiers, and surgeons, to- 


iited States.”’ It has | 


Who isto be ‘* sub- | 


»ject to military law;”’ || 


gether with all others employed on board your | 
vessels. You have granted bounty heretofore to | 


all who were regularly employed in military ser- 
vice on_board your ships. 
entitled Sy former laws. j 
entitle, then, by addition? You describe them as 


of the United States during any of the wars specified in the 
first section of the act to which this is an amendment. 

Is the cook who is employed on board a vessel 
for wages, as any other hireling, included? I do 
not krow what class of servants, or what their 
number is, that may be included as ‘* officers’ ser- 
vants.”’ 

I wish to have a reason for this. I desire to 
be liberal in voting the public land to those who 


have served their country; but I wish to restrain || 


it within some limit that shall give my liberality 
the character of a public policy, and not of a 
wide and wasteful extravagance. 1 desire to keep 


within the reasons upon which the policy of | 
ranting bounty land to officers and soldiers rests. | 


fear this goes beyond it. I would submit to 
the honorable committee themselves, who have 


brought in this bill, if there ought not to be some | 


correction here? At least we ought to be told 


They are already | 
Whom do you mean to |) 


more et to whom it is we are called upon | 
| 


to give the public lands. 


Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I appreciate | 


very fully the views of the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, and I can say to him with very 
great pleasure, that they are my own. I will 
state the ground on which the committee acted; 
and, if it is not satisfactory to him and to the 
Senate, I hope the bill will be amended so as to 
be made satisfactory. I call the attention of the 
honorable Senator to the first section of the act 
of 1855, to which this bill is an amendment: 


© That each of the surviving commissioned and non- 


commissioned officers, musicians, and privates, whether of | 


regulars, volunteers, rangers, or militia, who were regularly 
mustered into the service of the United States, and every 
officer, commissioned and non-commissioned, seaman, or- 
dinary seaman, marine, flotilla-man, clerk, and landsman in 
the Navy, in any of the wars in which this country has been 
engaged since 1790, and each of the survivors of the militia, 
or volunteers, or State troops of any State or Territory, 
called into mititary service, and regularly mustered therein, 
and whose services have been paid by the United States, 
shall be entitled to receive a certificate or warrant from the 
Department of the Interior for one hundred and sixty acres 


of land.’ 

The Senator will see that the word “ clerk’’ is 
made use of. The limitation is, that they shall 
have been mustered into the service of the United 





: || disturb. 
—of all other persons employed on board of the armed vessels | | 
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| which the Senate now has under consideration. 
| They must have been mustered into the service 
of the United States. As the original act stood, 


Senator will see that no one could acquire aright 
under the act unless he could show his name to 


be on the muster-rolls, and that he had been paid | 


| by the United States. 
| Tt was stated to the committee that the clerks 


tary duty; that the wagon-masters, according to 
military law, were liable to be called on at any 
time whet the commander thought proper; that 
every individual named in this act, and every one 
named in the bill amending it which the com- 
mittee have reported, was subject to military duty, 
and,as his name had to appear on the muster- 
roll, the committee thought it sufficient. Now, 
the Senator will 


name should appear on the muster-roll to get the 
bounty land. The field is wide open, and the 
person has only to prove he was there somewhere, 
and under some sort of a cognomen. 

The words to which the Senator refers—*‘ sub- 
| ject to military duty’’-—undoubtedly have the 
| limitation for which he contends, but the reason 
| isapparent. The individuals named in the section 

are, by military law, subject to military duty; 
and when the committee used the words, ‘* other 


| persons employed in or about the camps of the | 


Army of the United States,’’ they attached the 
phrase, ‘* subject to military duty,’’ for the pur- 
pose of creating the same limitation. 
was reported by the committee, it was a safe lim- 


itation—one which was to be determined by an || 
inspection of the muster-rolls; for no one of these | 


classes could draw bounty land unless his name 
was on the muster-rolls, and unless he had been 
paid by the United States. But the Senate, bya 
vote to-day, have stricken out all that restricuon, 
| and the subject is left wide open. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
not understand me; or, if he does, Ido not under- 
| stand him. All to whom donations are given by 

the law to which he refers [ do not propose to 
If the committee did not design to add 
to that list by this fifth section, they intended 
nothing. ‘They did intend to make an addition 
to the list of those who were to receive bounties. 
How we shall have their names I do not know. 
I read a parcel of descriptive words of various 
classes, but whom they comprehend, or why they 
comprehend them, I do not know. 

Mr.STUART. I willstate to the Senator that 
the committee were informed that the only class 
of persons named in the section as it now stands, 
specifically rejected at the Pension Office, were the 
clerks of quartermasters; that the assistants and 
clerks of a!l other officers and wagon-masters—— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. There are no wagon- 
masters mentioned in this bill. ‘Take the bill as 
| itis. 

Mr. STUART. I say it was understood that 
they were embraced under the provisions of the 
law of 1855. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, Let that all stand. 

Mr. STUART. That wasall understood. If 
it is believed that the words ‘‘ and.other persons 
employed in or about the camps of the Army of 
| the United States” are indefinite, I have no objec- 
tion to an amendment. I have only stated the 
ground on which the committee proceeded. It 
was that, inasmuch as the names of all these per- 
| sons must appear on the muster-roll before any 
man of them could draw bounty land, according 
to the provisions of the act of 1855, to which this 
is an amendment, and as these words did not 





| would be proper to use the language of this sec- 
tion. That was my belief; but as the bill stands 
now, as the Senate has amended it, undoubtedly 
any man who can prove himself to have been in 
or about the camp will be entitled to one hundred 
os sixty acres of land. There is no doubt about 
that. 
| Mr. PUGH. I think I canexplain this matter 
to the satisfaction of my friend from Kentucky, 
or at all events, I shall endeavor to do so. 
original act contained a proviso which my friend 
from Michigan did not read, It is a proviso to 
the first section, and is in these words: 
“ That the benefits of this section shall be held to extend 





of all the officers specified were subject to mili- | 


erceive that, as the bill has been | 
amended by the Senate, it is not necessary that the | 


As the bill | 


The gentleman does || 


wer the specific provisions of that law, it | 


The | 
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| to masters and @amsters who may have been», 
ployed, under the direction of competent authority jn - 
of war, in the transportation of stores and supplies,» 
We took that as designating not only those Who 
were in the service as soldiers, but’ those wl 
were employed about the camp for the transno.. 
tation of the army, who were subject to milita ; 
law, and were exposed to all the perils of andy 
and could be compelled to serve in case ote. 
emergency. ‘These men ‘actually did serve. : 
when an attack is made on the army or the cam r 
| the wagon-master is as liable to ae as any sat 
_dier, and he is also compelled necessarily io de. 
fend; and so of the teamster. 
That being the case, our understanding wa, 
that the act of 1855 did not confine itself merely 
to the soldier, but extended to those who wer 
/so connected with the camp that they were ox. 
posed to all the perils of war, and bound to de. 
fend it in case of attack. Then we proceeded tp 
add the fifth section, in order to perfect the de. 
|| tails. We understood that some cases, certain}y 
|| as meritorious as these and within the same prin. 
| ciple and scope, had been rejected for lack of spe. 
cific description. Now, who are these persong? 

** Clerks and other assistants of quartermasters 

commissaries, paymasters, surgeons, and assist. 
ant surgeons.’’ Who are they? They are iy 
the camp; they are connected with these depart. 
ments; they are liable to serve and do serve; and 
| they are subject, while in the camp or with the 
army, to military law. They are not compelled 

-to muster and parade, but they are subject to the 

rules and articles of war; they are subject to mar- 
tial law; they are bound to obey orders, and they 
can be punished if they do not. The names of 
those clerks appear in the accounts of the quar- 
|| termasters, commissaries, paymasters, surgeons, 
|| and assistant surgeons, as filed in the Depart- 
|| ments here; that is to say, their service appears 
|| by record evidence. 
| 


So of the other assistants; the commissary, 
uartermaster, surgeon, or paymaster, is allowed 
or their service, and it is paid for on the voucher 
| of these people filed here. There is no difficulty, 
|| therefore, of ascertaining beyond controversy, 
|| without the aid of parol evidence, who they are; 
| and the only question is whether, if they served 
with the army subject to military law, liable to 
all the dangers of attack, and particularly in ali 
the perils of war, they shall be put on a footing 
with the wagon-masters and teamsters, who are 
like them, in the language of the Senator from 
|| Kentucky, only ‘* hirelings.’’ 

The section also includes ‘‘artificers.’? That 
is the same case. It is known that the corps of 
cavalry must have blacksmiths, and blacksmiths 
are mustered. 1 believe their names appear on 
the muster-roll; if not, they appear on the records 
of the Quartermaster’s Department. These per- 
sons, as I said before, in case of emergency, and, 
in fact, at all times in battle, are as ready to fight 
as anybody else, and they do fight. The same 
| is the case with the servants of officers. There 
is no question about them. You know very well, 
sir, [Mr. We.ter in the chair,] that every ofli- 
cer is compelled, before he draws pay for his ser- 
vant, to put down the name and description of 
the servant on the pay-roll, and it is there in the 
Pay Department. We do not need parol evidence 
for them. 

Now, we come to ‘ other persons employed in 
|or about the camps of the Army of the United 
States, and subject to military law.’’ I acknow!- 
/edge that the expression is general; it was de- 
signed to be general; but it is limited by the 
expression that they must be ‘* subject to military 
law:’’ that is to say, they must be liable, in cas¢ 
of emergency, to fight. It is well known that 
during the ties war there were connected 
with the regiments of the regular Army some 
splendid regimental bands; but when they got to 
the Rio Grande, General Taylor took away all 
|| their musical instruments, gave them guns, and 

made them go into the ranks and fight. They 

ought to be paid for it. 

| y friend from Missouri [Mr. Gerer] sug- 
| gests that®perhaps there may be some gallantry 
‘in this case,.and that the section would include 
|| the washer-women of the camp. I think if wo- 
| men expose themselves to the dangers of battle, 














they are as well entitled to bounty land gs many 
men who never went at all, and who expect 10 


establish their cases by parolevidence. For my 
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part, . 
(and, for | know they were of very essential ser- 


rice in many cases to the soldiers. [Laughter.] 


[am willing to vote to give them bounty || entitled to receive a patent forall lands so granted, | 
upon producing satisfactory proof to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior that the conditions of such 
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We now come to persons employed in the | grant have been complied with. 


Navy. The section includes “ artificers, the 
* © . + - 
ervants of naval officers, and all other persons 


Mr. TOOMBS. What is the object? 
Mr. STUART. Simply to issue the patents | 


mployed on beard of the armed vessels of the | as evidence of title where the terms of the grants 


if a vessel goes into battle, I | 


Tinited States.’’ ba 
eqke it that everybody on board of her is in the 


have been complied with. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without |! 


eame degree of peril. It seems to me that the || amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


cabin boy, Whose life is justas dear to him as the || reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1 


\ife of the comngpdore is to him, is in as much |: 
oeril as the commodore. If he does his duty and 
serves his country in his department, however | 
jumble, I say let him have as much bounty land 
as the rest. } : 

[acknowledge that there is one word in this 
section which escaped my attention before, and 
which may require to be stricken out. I mean 
the word ** during.”’ [think it should be stricken 
out, and the word ‘*in”’ inserted, so that it will 
read ‘in any of the wars specified.’? I under- |! 
stand that the Pension Office have decided that 
military services of this character—of wagon- 
masters and teamsters—must have been rendered 
not only during a war, but actually in war—not 
always in battle, but at the place of war or where 

military operations are carried on. With that 
amendment, which I suggest, changing the word 
‘during’? to ** in,’’ it seems to me this section is 
in strict pursuance of the policy of the original 

«ct; whether that was wise policy or not, I may 
be permitted to doubt. I propose to amend the 
section by striking out the word ‘* during’’ and 
inserting **in.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. IVERSGN. This section is certainly ob- 
noxious te the objection which the Senator irom 
Kentucky presented in relation to the persoiis to 
whom the restriction * subject to military law”’ 
applies. I think he is correct, and that, according 
to the just interpretation of the section, that re- 
striction applies only to those persons who were | 
‘employed in or about the camps of the Army,”’ 
and not to the ether persons named in the section. | 
I propose to strike out the words ‘*‘ subject to raili- 
tary law,’’ where they occur, and to insert at the 
end of the section— j 

Provided, That all such persons were subject to milit¥ry | 
jaw whilst engaged in service ; | 
so that it shall read: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That clerks and other 
assistants of quartermasters, commissaries, and paymas - 
ters, surgeons, and assistant surgeons, and other person: 
employed in or about the camps of the army of the Unitect 
States, as well as artificers, the servants of naval officers, 
and all other persons employed on board of the armed ves- 
sels of the United States, or the revenue cutters in service 
as vessels of war er blockade, in any of the wars specified | 
in the first section of the act to which thisisan amendment, | 
shall be entitied te the benefits of said act: Provided, That 
ill such persons were subject to military law whilst engaged 

' 


in the service. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be real the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the passage of the bill. 
_Mr.A AMS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were erdered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 23, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Biggs, Bigier, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Colla- 
mer, Crittenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Hale, Hamlin, 


Harlan, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, Seward, Sumner, Toombs, 
and Trumbrell—23. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adamis, Dodge, Durkee, Houston, John- 
ton, Jones ef Lowa, Pugh, Stuart, Wade, and Weller—i0. 


So the bill was passed. 


PATENTS TO LANDS. 

Mr. STUART. Task the Senate to take up a 
small bill consisting of buta single section, which 
has been reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands. It is to enable the States to perfect the 
evidence of title. [tis a measure to which there 
is no objection. [ muve to take np the bill (S. No. 
238) te provide for issuing patents in certain 
cases, where granta of public lands have been 
made by Congress. 

_ The motion was a greed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

It provides that, in all cases where any grant 
of public lands has: been made by Congress to 
any State, for the purpose of aiding the con- || 
struction of any raj real, canal, or other similar 


improvement, the State, or its grantees, shall be 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
A message was received from the President of 


the United States, by Mr. Wessren, his Secre- 


tary; and on motion of Mr. Hamuin, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors |! 


were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuespay, -@pril 22, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer | 


by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie Wa po. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER stated the first business in order | 


to be the consideration of the amendments of the 
Senate to the deficiency bill, the pending question 
being on concurring in the thirty-second amend- 
ment, which is as follows: 

For mileage to officers of the Army, for transportation of 


themselves and baggage when traveling on duty without 
troops or escort, 860,000. 





In this amendment the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union recommended a con- 


| currence, and on its adoption in the House the 
yeas and nays were yesterday ordered. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a report from the First Comptroller 
of the Treasury in answer to a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of 17th instant, requir- 
ing information as to the amount of money paid 


| from the national Treasury for costs in eriminal 


cases, and on warrants to prevent breaches of the 
peace in the District of Columbia; and whether 
any legislation is necessary to protect the ‘Treas- 


|| ury against unjust claims on account of such 


costs. The Comptroller states the total amount 


| so expended, for the year 1855, to be $61,886 66; 
| and that, in regard to the legislation necessary to 


protect the Treasury against unjust claims in such 


| matters, the Secretary of the Interior had already 


conferred with the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The communication and accompanying docu- 


ments were referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled ‘* An act for the 
relief of Mary E. Tillman;’’ when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

SURVEY OF THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. KNIGHT. lIask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer a resolution. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I object, and 
call for the regular order of business. 

Mr. KNIGHT. The resolution which I desire 
to introduce, 1 deem to be of such importance 


| that I ask to have it read, and will move to suspend 
| the rules for the purpose of introducing it. 


The SPEAKER. A suspension of the rules 
is not now in order, but the resolution may be 
read for information. 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and are 
hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency of a scien- 


| tific examination and instrumental survey of the Ohio river 


by the United States engineers or other commission, in be- 
half and at the expense of the United States, so as to enable 
such engineers or commission to report fully upen the 
feasibility, commercial utility, and estimated cost of the 
constructing of adam and lock navigation on said river, 
suited to the trade and travel upon the entire length of the 


near Cairo; and also of the feasibility, comparative com- 
mercial utility, and estimated cost of improving the navi- 
tion of the said river, to the extent aforesaid, without 
ams and locks in its channel, except at Louisvitle, by the 
method of a supply of water, when necessary, from res- 


ervoirs, as recommended by Charles Etfett, Jr., civil en- 
gineer, and published by the Smithsonian Institution. The 
| navigation, in either case, to be such, at all times, as to |) district courts of the 


| 
same, between the city of Pittsburg and the mouth thereof, 








| accommodate steamboats drawing five feet of water, and 
otherwise suited to the wants of the trade and travel to 
pass upon that river. The said engineers or commission 
also to investigate at the same time and report the least 
height in the clear, above low water-mark, for all bridges 
hereafter to be erected over the said river, and the least 
breadth of water Way between the adjacent piers of such 
bridges, m the channel, or where Uie navigation will prob- 
ably be most concentrated. 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. 1 object. 


Mr. PHELPS. I call for the regular order of 
business. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The question being on the thirty-second amend- 
ment of the Senate, as reported above, to the de- 
ficiency bill, it was taken; and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 54, nays 73; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
|| Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Carlile, Caskie, Bayard Clark, 
| Clingman, Howell Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Denver, 

Dowdell, Edmundson, Eustis, Faulkner, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, $. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Herbert, Kelly, ee Maxwell, Smith Miller, Mili- 
ward, Peck, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Quitman, Ritchie, 

Seward, Shorter, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, 
Valk, Walker, Warner, Wheeler, Whitney, Willianrs, 
Winslow, Woodruff, John V. Wright, and Zollicotfer—54. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Bingtvam, Bishop, Bliss, Bo- 
cock, Brodhead, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, John P. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Colfax, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Timothy Davis, Dean, Dodd, Emrie, Galloway, Grow, Har 
lan, Hoffnan, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, 
George W. Jones, Kelsey, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Letcher, Lindley, Mace, McCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Paine, Pelton, 
Perry, Pringle, Ready, Robbins, Robison, Ruffin, Sabin, 
Sapp, Savage, Scott, Simmons, Sneed, @pinner, Stanton, 
Swope, Tappan, Thornigton, Trafton, Underwood, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, and Woodworth—73. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


The thirty-third amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union recommended a non-concurrence, 
was reported, as follows: . 

For transportation of the army, including baggage of 
troops when moving either by land or water; of clothing, 
camp, and garrison equipage, and horse equipments, from 
the depot at Philadelphia to the several posts and army 
depots; of subsistence from the places of purchase, and 
from the places of delivery under contract, to such places 
as the circumstances of the service may require it to be 
sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and small-arms, from 
the founderies and atmories to the arsenals, fortifica- 
tions, frontier posts, and army depots; freights, wharfage, 
tolls, and ferriages; for the purchase and hire of horses, 
mules, and oxen, and the purchase and repairs of wagons, 
carts, drays, ships, and other sea-going vessels and boats 
for the transportation of supplies, and for garrison pur- 

|| poses ; for drayage and cartage at the several posts ; hire of 
teamsters ; transportation of funds for the pay and other 

|| disbursing departments ; the expense of sailing public trans- 
ports on the various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the At- 

1] lantic and Pacific ; and for procuring water at such posts as 

|| from their situation require that it be brought from a dis- 

|}; tance, and for clearing roads and removing obstructions 

| from roads, harbors, and rivers to the extent which may be 
required for the actual operations of the troops on the fron- 
tier, $1,000,000. 


' 
|| Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
* the negative—yeas 49, nays 90; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Barclay, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, 
Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Bayard Clark, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Cox, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
| Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Keitt, Kelly, 
Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, Smith Miller, 
Orr, Peck, Phelps, Quitman, Rivers, Swope, ‘Talbott, Tay- 
lor, Thurston, ‘l'yson, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wells, 
| Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, John V. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—4¥. 
| NAYS—Mesers. Albright, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
| bell, John P. CampbeH, Carlile, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra 
| Clark, Clawson, Williamson £.. W. Cobb, Colfax, Covode, 
| Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 
| Davis, Dean, |d0dd, Edie, Emrie, Galloway, Giddings, 
| Gilbert, Goode, Harlan, Hoffman, Holloway, Valentine B. 
| Horton, Hugliston, George W. Jones, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, | .indley, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Killian Milier, Millward, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Paine, reson, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pringle, Ready, Robbins, Robi- 
son, Ruffin, Sabin, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, 
Simmons, William Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Thor- 
| ington, Trafton, Trippe, Underwood, Wade, Walbridge, 
ae tg me B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 


Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—90. 

So the amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 

The thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union recommended a concurrence, was 
reported, as follows: 


For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, circuit, and 
nited States, including the Diewict 
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funds arising from fines, penalties, and forfeitures ineurred ] 


in the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1856, and pre- 


in which the United States are concerned, and of prosecu- 


vious years ; and likewise for defraying the expenses of suits | | 
| 


tions for offenses committed against the United States, and 


for the safe-keeping of prisoners, $200,000. | 


Mr. STANTON demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. URAWFORD stated that his name was 
not recorded in the Globe as having voted yes- 
terday on the amendment of the Senate in refer- 
ence to the Washington aqueduct. He voted in 
the vegative, and desired to have the Journal cor- 
rected, if his name did not appear on the record. 
The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman’s 
name was entered on the Journal as having voted | 
in the negative. 
The question was taken on the thirty-fourth | 
amendment; and it was decided in the negative— | 
yeas 61, nays 70; as follows: . 


VEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, | 
Brooks, Burnett, Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edinundson, 
Elliott, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, itarrison, Haven, Herbert, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, ; 
Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, | 
Maxwell, Smith Miller, Nichols, Paine, Peck, Phelps, 
Porter, Ready, Rivers, Roberts, Ruffin, Scott, Shorter, 
William R. Smith, Spinner, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, T'vson, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wells, Wheeler, Wil- 
Mains, Jobn V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—61. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Bingham, Pliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Clawson, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Dean, Dodd, Emrie, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, 
Hughston, George W. Jones, Kelsey, Knapp, Kuight, 
Knowlton, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Pelton, Pennington, 
Pettit, Pringle, Puryear, Reade, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, | 
Sapp, Savage, Seward, Siminons, William Smith, Sneed, 
Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Trafton, Trippe, Wade, | 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellihn B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—70. | 


So the amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 

The thirty-fifth amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union recommended a concurrence with 
an amendment, was reported, as follows: 


For the collection of agricultural statistics, investiga- 
tions for promoting agriculture and rural economy, and the 
procurement and distribution of cuttings and seeds, to be 
expended under the direction of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, $20,000. 


The amendment reported by the committee was | 
to strike out ** $20,000,’’ and insert ‘* $30,000.”’ 

The question was first upon the adoption of 
the amendment. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL demanded the yeas and | 
nays. 
Mr. PHELPS. I would suggest to the gen- | 


tleman not to call the yeas and nays until the 
amendment shall have been acted on. I will then 
go with him for the yeas and nays upon concur- 
ring in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I would say to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, that it is upon this very | 
proposition to increase the appropriation that I | 
want the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the ques- 
tion was then upon concurring in the Senate 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 105, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bing- 
ham, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Brooks, Buffinton, Bur- 
lingame, Burnett, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cling- | 
man, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timotiry | 
Davis, Denver, Dodd, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, Eustis, | 
Evans, Florenee, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Greenwood, 
Grow, Augustus Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas 
L. Narris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Holloway, Valentine 
B.-Horton, Hughston, Keitt, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. Marshall, 
Matteson, McCarty, Killian ier, Millward, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Pelton, 
Pennington, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Rivers, 
Robbins, Roberts, ison, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, 
Shorter, Simmons, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, 
Talbott, Tappan, lor, Thorington, Thurston, Traiton, 
‘Tyson, Underwood, alk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, EVihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
Whitney, Williams, Wood, W > Woodworth, and | 
John V. Wright—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, 
John P. Campbell, Caskie, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Crawford, Davidson, H Winter Davis, Dean, Dow- 
dell, Goode, George W. Jones, Kelly, Leiter, Letcher, | 

















| of the Senate was non-concurred in. 


| House, continuing the improvements of the same, and | 








| of the Union recommended a non-concurrence, 





a; also for jurors and witnesses in aid of the I Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Smith Miller, Paine, Phelps, 


Ruffin, Savage, William Smith, Sneed, Trippe, 
Wheeler, and Zollicoffer—32. 


So the amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was concurred in. 

The thirty-eighth amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 


arner, 


was reported, as follows: 
For repairs of Pennsylvania avenue, $3,000. 
The question was taken; and the amendment 


The thirty-ninth amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union recommended a non-concurrence, 
was reported as follows: 

For taking care of the grounds south of the President’s 
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keeping them in order, $3,000. 


The question was taken; and the amendment | 


of the Senate was non-concurred in. 


The forty-first' amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union recommended a concurrence, was 
reported as follows: 


For continuing the grading and planting with trees the | 


unimproved portions of the Mall, $10,000. 


The question was taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate was concurred in. 


The forty-fourth amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union recommended a non-concurrence, 
was reported as follows: 


For placing the sewer openings along Pennsylvania av- | 


enue under the footway, and trapping the same, $8,000. 


The question was taken; and the amendment | 


of the Senate was non-concurred in. 
The forty-sixth amendment of the Senate, in 





which the Committee of the Whole on the state | 


of the Union recommended a non-concurrence, | 


was reported, as follows: 
For the purchase of trees and tree-boxes, $5,000. 


The question was taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate was non-concurred in. 


The forty-seventh amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union recommended a non-concurrence, 
was reported as follows: 

For repairs of the navy-yard and upper bridges of the 
eastern branch of the Potomac river, $5,000. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate was non-concurred in. 


The forty-cighth amendment of the Senate, in 
5 cs ; 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union recommended a concurrence, was 
reported, as follows: 
For finishing the portico and exterior of the west wing 
of the Patent Office building, to pay the reservations due, 


put up iron railing, and lay down the necessary flagging 
and pavements, $150,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. In reference to that amend- 
ment, | have marked upon my list that a separate 
vote was demanded on it, but I think the demand 
was afterwards withdrawn. That is an appro- 
priation required, in order that the western wing 
of the Patent Office may be speedily completed. 

The SPEAKER. 
the demand was withdrawn, but afterwards re- 
newed by another gentleman. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I have only to say, that 
I hope the amendment will be concurred in. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
of the Senate was concurred in. 


The fiftieth amendment of the Senate, in which 
the Committee of the Whole on the State of the 
Union recommended a non-concurrence, was re- 
ported, as follows: 

For completing the marine hospital at St. Marks, Florida, 
$12,000 in addition to the sum already appropriated. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate was non-concurred in. 


The fifty-first amendment of the Senate, in 
which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union recommended a non-concurrence, 
was reported, as follows: 


Sec. 2. .4nd be it further enacted, That the joint resolu- 
tion of Congress “ to fix the compensation of the employés 
in the legislative department of the Government, and to 
prohibit the allowance of the usual extra compensation to 
such asreceive the benefits thereof,’ approved the 20th of 
July, 1854, and the i in the act of 3d March, 1855. 
which authorizes the application of the benefits of sai 














































The Chair is informed that | 











tt 

resolution to apply to the librarian and assistants, and mes. 
senger in the library of Congress, be so construed as 
allow them twenty per centum upon the compensation » 
vided by the seventh section of the act of 4th August tee 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expen ; 
of Government; and the said joint resolution shal] Dot be 
construed to apply to the public printer for either branch of 
Congress ; and that so much of the act approved the 3d of 
March, 1855, as requires all blank-books, binding, and rnjip, 
for the several Executive Departments shal} be furnished 
under the direction and supervision of the Superintende. 
of Public Printing, be, and the same is hereby, repealed - 

Mr. HAVEN demanded the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and i€ was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 67, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Bingham, Bradshaw, Buffinton 
Burlingame, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Cumback’ 
Henry Winter Davis, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings 
Greenwood, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven’ 
Herbert, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Knighy’ 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Mar. 
shall, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Paime, Peck 
Perry, Pettit, Pringle, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Rivers, Rob. 
erts, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, William R. Smith, Sneeq 
Stanton, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson! 
Underwood, Wade, Walker, Elihu B. Washburne, israe| 
Washburn, Watson, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, Wood. 
worth, and Zollicoffer—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Barclay, Hendley S. Benner 
Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Brenton, Burnett, Caskie, Chaffee’ 
Clawson, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cragin Craw. 
ford, Damrell, Davidson, Dean, Dodd, Dowdell, Eliiiot. 
Emrie, Florence, Gilbert, Goode, Grow, Augustns Half 
Thomas L. Harris, George W. Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, Kid. 
well, Knapp, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Samu] g, 
Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, MeMullin, Smith Miller, 
Mott, Nichols, Norton, Orr, Pennington, Phelps, Quitman, 
Robbins, Ruffin, Sandidge, Shorter, Simmons, Willian 
Smith, Spinner, Tappan, Walbridge, Warnes, Wells, 
Wheeler, and John V. Wright—62. 

_ So the amendment of the Senate was concurred 
in, 

The fifty-fifth amendment, in which the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
recommended a non-concurrence, was reported, 
as follows: 

Sec. 6. “nd be it further enacted, That the provision in 
the act of July 27, 1854, entitled “ An act to increase the 
salaries of executive and judiciary officers in Oregon, New 
Mexico, Washington, Utah, and Minnesota,” which de- 
clares that the salary of the Governor of New Mexico be, 
and the same is hereby, increased to the sum of $3,000, 
shall be construed by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to be the full salary of that officer as Governor and as 
Superintendent of Indian affairs. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate was concurred in. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, | 
move to reconsider the vote by which the fifty- 
first Senate amendment was concurred in. The 
previous question has been exhausted, and I will 
now merely state, first, the provisions of that 
amendment. It extends the benefits of the act 
granting twenty per cent increase of compensation 
to the employés in the legislative department of 
the Government, to the librarian and assistants, 
and messenger in the library of Congress, and pro- 
hibits the extension of those benefits to the pub- 
lic printer for either branch of Congress. 1 voted 
against the amendment as a whole. I would, if 
the opportunity had been afforded me, have voted 
against the portion of the amendment which ex- 
tends the benefits of the act to the officers men- 
tioned, and in favor of the portion which prohibits 
their extension tothe public printer. I could not 
vote for the latter provision without voting at 
the same time for the former. When the latter 
comes up on its merits, I shall very cheerfully 
vote for it. I shall vote against the other propo- 
sition. 

Mr. STANTON. I rise to a point of order. 
Was not the fifty-first amendment of the Senate 
concurred in? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee voted against concurrence, and therefore, 
under the rules of the House, he cannot make the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. JONES. 1 withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PHELPS. _I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of bust- 
ness is the reception of reports from the standing 
committees. sek 

Mr. JONES. _lLhope that instead of going 1n'0 
committee, the House will receive reports from 
standing committees. , 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is not de 
batable. - 


—_—nipreraeweenm & 
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The question was taken on Mr. Puetrs’s mo- 
tion; it and was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the 
standing committees for reports. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Are not the general 
appropriation bills the special order of the House? 
What is the course to be pursued with regard to 
this order of the House? é‘ 

The SPEAKER. The special order applies to 
business in the Committee of the Whole on the || 
state of the Union. Inasmuch as the House has 
‘ust refused to go into committee, the special order 
os no applic n. 

Mr. JONES. ‘The order does not apply until 


we are in committee. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am in- 
structed by the Committee of Claims to ask to 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
various memorials and petitions which ought to 
be referred to the Court of Claims, and to move | 
that they be laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GIDDINGS, from the same committee, | 
moved that said committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition and papers 
of Pollard Brown, and that they be referred to || 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the memorial of Ed- 
ward Van Ness; which was laid upon the table, | 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. G. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Emma Bidoman; which was 
read a first and second time by its title,‘ referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. G., from the same committee, moved that 
said committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition and papers of John 
Nash, and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the same committee, | 
moved that said committee be discharged from || 
the further consideration of the petition of the | 
citizens of Columbus, Franklin county, State of || 
Ohio, in behalf of Mrs. Martha Sanderson, the || , : - ron : ; 
widow of Major Sanderson, praying for a pen- ! this matter. Probably, of all the legislation which 
sion, and that it be referred to the Committee on || Will come before this House, unconnected with 
Invalid Pensions. party politics, this is the most important; and | 





Mr. PHELPS. Has it been printed ? 

Mr, WASHBURNE. It has not; but it has 
been published in the newspapers. 

I desire to ask the indulgence of the House a 
moment before the bill shall be read. As will be 
seen by reading the title of the bill, it isan act to 
amend the steamboat act of August 30, 1852. 
Experience has demonstrated that it needs some 
amendment. 

Mr. McMULLIN. What is the purpose of 
putting the bill upon it passage now? T object 
| to it. 
| The SPEAKER. The bill is reported from the 

Committee on Commerce, and its consideration is 
| the first business in order; and it is not competent 
entleman from Virginia to object to it. 


| for the ] 
VASHBURNE. 1 think I can demon- 





Mr. 





|| this bill at this time. 
|| gentlemen who have served in Congress hereto- 


of the Whole on the state of the Union is equiv- 
alent to killing it. I ask that the bill may be read, 
and hope careful attention may be given to it by 
the House. I will then ask for the reading of 


bodied in the report on the subject, printed by the 
Senate, and then I hope the House will consent 
to act on the bill, without referring it. 

I desire to state that, in view of the necessity 
of the amendment of this law, the supervising 
inspectors, under the act of 1852, lately met in 
this city for the purpose of suggesting such 
| amendments as experience has shown necessary, 
in order to the more efficient administration of 
the objects of the law. 


Senate and this House, and after full considera- 


The bill was submitted to the examination of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury, who approves it, and 
|| the united concurrence of all parties was, that 
the bill finally agreed upon, and which I have 





favorable action of Congress. 

I ask that the bill and amendments may be 
read, and then the reasons which the committee 
assign for their amendments. , 


Mr. HAVEN. 


The motion was agreed to. | wish to make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Fe Illinois, and see whether it will not meet his ap- 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same || proval. Itis, that the House postpone the con- 
committee, reported back Senate bill to amend an | sideration of this bill, so that we may be sure to 
act entitled ‘ An act to establish a court for the || have action upon it, until some day next week. 
investigation of claims against the United States,” || Tn the mean time it can be printed, and when the 
approved February 24, 1855; which was referred | day fixed on arrives we can take it up and act 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of || upon it. If that suggestion shall not be agreed 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. | to, then I shall go with the gentleman from Illi- 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Mr. on | nois in favor of having it acted upon now. 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Jones,] ! Mr. WASHBURNE. I have no disposition 
before leaving town, left in my hands the memo- | ia att ad “eit t 
rial and papers of Anson B. Corwin, for indem- || now, but I want it in a situation where it can be 
nity for moneys expended while he was acting || acted on. I was unwilling it should be sent to 
oe ane eee with a a ae Sos || the ** tomb of the Capulets’’—the Committee of 
o the House, and to move their reference, I think, || , Tn = 
05 tea Pane ieied al tke Wieale. anda suas of |i the Whole on the state of the Union. I accede 
the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not exactly 
understand the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. These papers were placed, 
by the Committee of Claims, in the hands of Mr. 
Jones, of Pennsylvaniu, and he was authorized 
by the committee to make this report. Mr. Jones || 
placed them in my hands before he left the city, || 
and asked me to make the report; but, as there || 

ossibly may be some misapprehension about it, !| 
withdraw the papers for the present, until I can | 


York, that its consideration be postponed until 
next week, and that it be printed. 
Mr. HAVEN. 


day of next week, and that it be printed. 
Mr. McMULLIN. 
taking that destination. 


motion; and it was agreed to. 
IMPROVEMENT OF SHEBOYGAN HARBOR. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I am also 
directed by the Committee on Commerce to report 





consult some other members of the committee. 
PASSENGERS IN STEAM VESSELS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, from the } back a joint resolution referred to that committee, | 


Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred || With an amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
House bill (No. 92) entitled ‘* A bill further to || and I ask to have it put upon its passage. 
amend an act to provide for the better security of || The joint resolution was reported by its title, 
lives of passengers on board of vessels impelled || as follows: 
in whole or in part by steam, and for other pur- | Joint resolution (No. 3) relating to the appro- 
poses,’’ reported the same back with an amend- | [meer pee for the improvement of the harbor at 
ment in the nature of a substitute. | Sheboygan, Wisconsin. 

Mr. W. said: I am directed by the committee | The resolution, which was read, directs that 
to ask that the bill be read, and put upon its pas- |! the unexpended portion of an appropriation of 
Bage. | $10,000, made for the improvement of the harbor 


| 


strate to the House the propriety of action upon | 
t is well known to all | 


fore, that a committal of a bill to the Committee | 


the reasons for each separate amendment, as em- | 


They met here, had a | 
session of two or three weeks, met sub-com- | 
mittees of the Committees on Commerce of the | 


tion the amendments have been agreed upon. | 


| reported, was the one which should receive the | 


I wish to say one word about | 


to-force the action of the House upon this bill | 


to the suggestion of the gentleman from New | 
I move, then, that the further | 
consideration of the bill be postponed until Thurs- | 
I have no objection to its 


The question was taken on Mr. Haven’s | 
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EE 
at Sheboygan, by the act of Congress approved 
August 30 1852, together with all the works, 
tools, implements, &c., belonging to the United 
States, purchased therewith, be—after the Secre- 
tary of War shall have paid all just charges 
against said appropriation—turned over to the 
commissioners appointed by the State of Wis- 
consin, for the improvement of said harbor. 

The Committee on Commerce report the same 
back with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, which is to strike outall after the enacting 
clause, and insert as follows: 

That after the Secretary of War shall have. settled and 
paid all just charges existing against the said appropriation 


of $10,000, the balance thereof, together with all tools, im- 
plements, materials, and other property whatsover, belong- 








|} ing to the United States, shall be transferred or turned over 


by the said Secretary of War, to the commissioners for the 
improvement of the said harbor, appointed by the State 
ot Wisconsin: Provided, That the said commissioners shall 
first give sufficient security to the Secretary of War for the 
faithful expenditure of the money in the improvement of 
the said harbor. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I will state the reasons 
which governed the Committee on Commerce in 
reporting that substitute, and recommending its 
passage; and I will ask, in the first place, to have 
read by the Clerk a letter from the Secretary of 
War. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

War Department, Wasutneton, March 13, 1856. 

Sir: IT have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 7th instant, asking my views on a joint resolution, of 
which you inclose a copy, providing that the balance of the 
appropriation for the improvement of Sheboygan harbor, 
aiter the payment of all charges against it, together with 
all tools, implements, &c., purchased for said improvement, 


be turned over to commissioners appointed by the State 
of Wisconsin. 

In reply, I have to say that this Department has no ob 
jection to Congress turning over the money and property 
in question to any other agent. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JEFF°N DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
Hon. E. B. Wasuborne, Chairman Committee on Com- 
merce, House of Representatives. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Congress, in 1852, made 
an appropriation of $10,000 for the improvemént 
of the harbor of Sheboygan, Wisconsin, That 
sum was deemed to be entirely insufficient to 
carry out any improvement that would be of ser- 
vice to the navigation and commerce of the lake. 
The city and county of Sheboygan themselves 
voted an appropriation of $50,000 for the same 
purpose; and they went to work to improve the 
harbor by extending out their piers. Afterwards, 
the Government, with this appropriation of 
$10,000, commenced building a couple of piers 


| out in the lake, a little way distant from those put 


out by the city and county. It was found that 
by the building of the piers by the Government 
inthis way, the harbor, instead of being improved, 
was being very much injured, and the conse- 
quence was that the work was entirely stopped. 
Krom the unprotected situation of the harbor 
now constant damage is accruing. The city and 
county of Sheboygan made a proposition that it 
would turn over their whole work to the Govern- 
ment, so that it might all go on under one direc- 
tion; but the Secretary of War decided that he 
had no authority to receive this work from the 
city and county. No further work can be done 
in the present condition of things there. As the 
work now stands, one of the piers, being in an 
unfinished state, has received great injury. Sand 
is driving into the harbor, and, instead of the har- 
bor being improved, it is in a much worse condi- 
tion than it was some years ago, and before any- 
thing had been done. The city and county of 
Sheboygan, as I understand, do not propose ask- 
ing for any further appropriation from Congress 
for the improvement of the harbor; but if this 
amount already appropriated—the larger portion 
of which has not been expended—be turned over 
to them by Congress, they will undertake to build 
and complete their own harbor thentselves. Tha 
Committee on Commerce saw no objection to that 
course. The Secretary of War was addressed 
on the subject, and his letter in reply has just 
been read to the House. I hope it will be con- 
sidered sufficient, and that the balance of the 
amount will be turned over, and that we may be 
entirely rid of it. 

Mr. MceMULLIN. I think that the House 
will have learned one important fact from the 
views presented by the gentleman from Illinois, 
and that is, that this appropriation ought never 
to hare been made. I think the House is bound, 
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in the first place, to come to that conclusion. 
And, sir, it is not very improbable, front the 
views presented by the gentleman, tnat Congress | 
will be called upon to remove the obstructions | 
»roduced by the employment of the appropriation. 
That has been heretofore done in such cases. 
Now, sir, it strikes me that we ought to send this 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, where we can have a full and free | 
investigation in regard to the matter. I am of 
opinion that the Government ought to give a des- 
tination to the surplus or remainder of the appro- 
priation, for the improvement thus far has injured 
this harbor. The people proposed that they 
should turn over the balance of their appropriation | 
to us, and let us take charge of it. The Sec- 
retary of War declined to do that; and now they 
ask the Government to turn over the balance of 
our appropriation to the commissioners appointed 
by the State of Wisconsin. Ltoccurstome that we | 
had better give to this subject a thorough inves- 
tigation. I therefore move its reference to the 
Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, 
where we can have an opportunity of doing so. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. I will state this in reply 
to the honorable gentleman from Virginia, who 
saysand thinks that he has good reason to believe, 
from what I said, that this appropriation should 
never have been made originally. J will state to 
him that, if he examines the reports of the officers 
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| ence, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Green- | 
| wood, Grow, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, 











Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and na 
on the motion to refer to the Committee of e 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 38, nays 99; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Hendley 8. Bennett, Burnett, Caskie, 
Bayard Clark, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craw- 
ford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Goode, Thomas L. 
Harns, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lindiey, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Orr, Phelps, 
Ready, Ruffin, Savage, Scott, Shorter, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, 
Warner, Wheeler, Winslow, and John V. Wright—38. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Henry Bennett, Bowie, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, Dean, Dodd, Emrie, Eustis, Evans, Fauikner, Flor- 


floffman, Holloway, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Paine, Peck, Pelton, Pen- 
nington, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, 


|| Reade, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sandidge, 


Sapp, Seward, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Tappan, Thor- 





ington, Thurston, Trafton, ‘T'rippe, Tyson, Underwood, | 


Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, 


| Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
| Wells, Williams, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer— 


who have charge of the works on the lake shores, | 


he will find that the harbor of Sheboygan is con- 
sidered one of the most important harbors—as a | 
harbor of refuge—on Lake Michigan. It was 
only last fall that the steamer Baltimore was lost, 
with her whole cargo and several lives, because | 
the sand which had drifted in by reason of the 
works started by the Government had filled up | 
the harbor so that she could not get in. I see no 
reason why the House should not get rid of this 
matter in the manner proposed by the Committee 
on Commerce, and I move the previous question 
on the third reading of the joint resolution. 

The question being on the motion for the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. WASHBURNE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. W asHBURNE 
and Krexry were appointed. 

The question was put; and the tellers reported | 
—ayes 93, noes 28. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, | 
being first upon the motion to refer the bill to the | 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit to the 
Chair whether this bill does not make an appro- 
priation of an unexpended balance? If so, it 
must, under the rules, go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WELLS. I will inform the gentleman 
from Tennessee that it does not make an appro- | 
priation. Itis simply a joint resolution providing 
forthe disposition of an unexpended balance. If 
the resolution is not passed, the money will be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War 
as was originally provided, and it will do nobody 
any good. This is simply to provide that the | 
balance may be turned over to the parties having | 
charge of the other improvements in that harbor, 
to be used for the improvement of the harbor as 
far asitgoes. The only objection originally was, | 
that the appropriation was not half large enough. 
It was only $10,000, and more than half of that | 
has been expended. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- | 
stand the billreported by the Committee on Com- | 
merce to be of such a nature as requires it to go 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, It relates to anappropriation already 
made. 

Mr. LETCHER, In two years after an ap- | 
propriation has been made, the unexpended bal- | 
ance goes back again into the Treasury under the | 
law; and to get it out it must be reappropriated; 
so that! think this joint resolution virtually makes | 

} 





an appropriation of money. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, That is only in case 
where no part of the appropriation has been used. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ko. sir; that makes no dif- | 
ference. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think | 
tha jotmt resolution is of such a nature as neces- | 
Sariy requires it to be considered in the Commit- | 
teo of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


main question o1 





1} 99. 


So the motion to refer was disagreed to. 


The question recurred on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution, as amended, was then 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded the 
previous question on the passage of the joint res- 
olution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 

aa to be now put. 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was then 
passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 
was passed, and also moved to lay the motion to 


reconsider on the table; which latter motion was | 


agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER (at three o’clock, p.m.) moved 
that the House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

FURTHER REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported back House 


hill for continuing the improvement of the Rock | 
Island rapids in the Mississippi river, with an | 


amendment, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and be printed. 


Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, lask my colleague | 
| to withdraw the motion to refer and print, in order 
that I may submit an amendment to the bill just | 
My amendment ap- 
propriates $20,000 for the purpose of continuing | 


reported by the committee. 


the improvements in the Illinois river, and I desire 
that it shall go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and be before that com- 
mittee for consideration with the bill of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. I have been trying assid- 
uously during the past week to get the floor to 
introduce a bill to the effect of the amendment I 
ask to have made, so that it might be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce before it took action 
on this subject; but [ was so unfortunate as not 
to catch the eye or ear of the Speaker. I expect 
to leave the city on Thursdayevening. This bill 
may come up for action in the committee before 
my return. My proposition will not then be pre- 
sented in the shape of an amendment, or in any 
other way. Therefore, to provide against any 
such contingency, I make the request of my 
colleague that he witndraw this motion to commit, 
and allow me to offer an amendment to the bill. 
Mr. WASHBURNE. With every desire to 
accommodate my colleague, I will state what has 
been the action of the Committee on Commerce 
on this subject. That committee has determined 
to report separate bills in each case. It has 
refused to couple any together. .Though I have 
no objection personally to the amendment of my 
colleague, still I cannot help seeing that to accept 
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| 
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——=—: 
it would be to violate the rule adopted by the 
Committee on Commerce, and embarrass action 
on the subject in the House. That committes 
cannot get through with its reports to-day; and | 
would suggest that, if my colleague introduces his 
bill, and refers it to the Committee on Commeree 
it way be reported back to-morrow, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; which will be the regular and proper wa 

Mr. NORTON. I cannot have it introduc 
at this time, unless by unanimous consent; and the 
gentleman is aware that the gentleman from Ten. 
nessee [Mr. Jones] has announ here in his 
place, that, until the Committee for the District of 
Columbia have an opportunity to report in refer. 
ence to the election Jaws of this District, he wij} 
object to all business out of order; and before the 
day arrives when the rules may be suspended for 
the introduction of a bill, I shall be compelled to 
leave the city. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I presume there wil! be 
no objection to my colleague introducing, for 
reference, the bill to which he alludes. 

Mr. NORTON. My colleague knows ve 
well that objection is made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] to the introduction of 
any bill, until the Committee for the District of 
| Columbia has had an opportunity to report, and 
| that I cannot now move asuspension of the rules, 
He knows, also, that I was unable to obtain the 
floor for the purpose of offering my proposition 
| in a separate bill, until after the determination of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones} had 
been distinctly announced in the House. It is 
for my colleague to say whether or not he will, 
under the circumstances, accord me the courtesy 
which I ask. 

Mr. HAVEN. I do not doubt bnt that the 
gentleman from Illinois and his committee have 
| pursued aprons course in reference to this sub- 
| ject; but I would suggest that the gentleman’s 





'| colleague be allowed to offer his amendment, and 


question as to a majority of them seems best. 

Mr. LETCHER. I call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. NORTON. The gentleman cannot make 
the call when I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman 
floor to members in every part of the 
will lose his right to it altogether. 

Mr. NORTON. [have not yielded the floor 
to the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Letcuen.| 
It is so seldom I get the floor, that I propose to 
keep it while I have it, until my object is dccom- 
|| plished. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I have not the least 
objection to my colleague’s bill. 

Mr. NORTON. Ido not say that my colleague 
has the least objection to my bill, but he does 

| seem to object to the submission of my amend- 
ment and its reference, with the bill and the com- 
mittee’s amendment, to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise toa point of order. 
The gentleman is not discussing the question be- 
fore the House, but is begging his colleague to 
let him offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When the bill is 
up for consideration in the committee the gentle- 

'|man from Illinois can then submit his amend- 
ment. 

A Memeser. But he is going away. 

Mr. JONES. I know that. If the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Wasnsurne] withdraws his 
motion to commit, and the amendment is sub- 
mitted, then the question will come up in a better 
shape than if the amendment were submitted in 
manuscript in committee. The amendment, if 
offered now, is not put on the bill; that is left for 
the determination of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. NORTON. That is all I have asked of 
~~ colleague from the beginning. It is all I do 
ask. Ido not ask him to adopt or sustain any- 


| the Committee of the Whole will determine the 
| 
| 


ields the 
ouse, he 





thing. I suggest no alteration in any of the rules 

Commitiée on Commerce may have 
seen fit to adopt. All I ask is that he will with- 
draw his motion to commit, so as to afford me 
the opportunity of offering my. amendment, and 
have it go with the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole. The Committee of the Whole will then 
adopt or reject it, as they see fit. 
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wr. W ere} pee I withdraw the motion | 
yit and print. 

10 cm NORTON then submitted his amendment 

to the bill. i 

The bill and amendment were then referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, and ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back House bills of the fol- | 
jowing titles, with amendments; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
reports, ordered4o be printed: 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
Des Moines rapi..s, in the Mississippi river; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Chicago, Illinois; 
A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Waukegan, Illinois; 

A bill making an appropriation for the construc- | 
tion of a harbor at Black Lake, in the State of 
Michigan; | doa 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harberat New Buffalo, in the State 
of Michigan; zit 

A bill making an appropriation for completing | 
the harbor at St. Joseph, in the State of Michi- 
gan; and : oo 

A bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Calumet 
river, in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, re- 
reported back, severally, without amendment, the 
following bills; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to | 
be printed: 

A bill to continue the reopening of a commu- 
nication between Albemarle sound, North Caro- 
lina, and the Atlantic ocean; 

A billmaking an additional appropriation for the 
enlargement of the custom-house and post office | 
building at Toledo, Ohio; 

A bill making an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a harbor at the mouth of the Grand river, 
in the State of Michigan; 

A bill forthe improvement of the Taunton river, 
in the State of Massachusetts; and 

A bill to alter and amend ‘* An act toappropri- | 
ate money to remove obstructions in the Savan- 
nah river, below the city of Savannah, in the State 
of Georgia,’’ approved March 3, 1855. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following bills; which were severally read a | 
first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, | 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be | 
printed: 

| 
| 








A bill to provide for the survey of Root river, | 
in the Territory of Minnescta; 

A bill to provide for the survey of the Missis- 
sippi river from Fort Snelling to the Falls of St. 
Anthony, and thence to the Saut Rapids; and for 
the survey of Rock Bar at the Little Falls of the 
Minnesota; 

A bill for constructing a building for a custom- | 
house and post office at Perth Amboy, New Jer- | 
sey; 

A bill making an appropriation for improving 
the harbor of Plymouth, Massachusetts; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor of Cape Cod, Massachusetts; 

A billte continue the improvement of Cape | 
Fear river, North Carolina; and 

A bill to continue the improvement of the nav- 
igation of James river, Virginia. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, reported 
back, with a recommendation that it do not pass, 
bill of the House authorizing the construction of 
a building at See assachusetts, fola | 
custom-house and post office. 

Ordered, That said bill lie upon the table, and be printed. 


Mr. W. also, from the samecommittee, reported 
the following bills; which were read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed: 

bill for the relief of the owner and crew of 
the fishing schooner Florilla; and 

A dill for’ custom-house, post office, and court 
rooms at Ogdensburg, New York. 


On motion of Mr. WASHBURNE, it was 














charged from the further consideration of Senate bill No. | 


13, relating to pilotage ; and that the same be laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MAXWELL. [am opposed to monop- 
olies. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. WASHBURNE also, from the Commit- | 


tee on Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of || 


Joshua Knowles; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, reported 
back Senate bills (No. 105) for the relief of Levi 
Robinson; (No. 140) for the relief of the owners 
of the fishing schooners Brandywine, Forrester, 
Grampus, Ursula, Stephen C. Phillips, and 
Union; and (No. 126) for the relief of the owners 
and sharesmen of the fishing schooners Wan- 
derer, Mary, Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and 
Brothers; all of which were referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
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printed. | 


Mr. W., from the same committee, presented | 
adverse reports in the case of inspection of boilers | 
and hulls at Paducah, Kentucky, and in the case 
of fishing schooner Director; which were seve- | 
rally laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WADE, from the same committee, re- | 
a a joint resolution for enlarging the custom- 
house, post office, and court-house, at Cleveland, 
Ohio; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. WADE. [ask that this joint resolution 
be pak upon its passage. 

he resolution was reported. It authorizes | 
the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the build- 
ing provided by law to be constructed at Cleve- 
land, Ohio, for a custom-house, post office, and 
court-house, to be increased in length, over the 


plan heretofore adopted for that purpose, not | 
exceeding twenty-five feet, and to modify and | 


enlarge said plan so as to adapt the same to such 


increased length, if in the opinion of the Secre- | 


tary the public convenience should require such 
modification: provided that such extension and 
modification can be accomplished at an expense 
not exceeding $30,000, and a sum not exceeding 
ten per cent. of said last-mentioned sum for super- 
intendence and contingencies: and provided fur- 
ther, that no money shall be paid therefor until 
after the Secretary of the Treasury shall have 
contracted for the completion of such extended 
building, at a cost within the sum heretofore and | 
thereby appropriated therefor. 

Mr. PHELPS. [ rise to a question of order. 
That joint resolution contains an appropriation, 
and must therefore be considered in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WADE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to have it put upon its passage. I 
have the statements of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the Postmaster General in relation to the 
matter. I wish simply to suggest to gentlemen on 
the other side, that the appropriation made at the 
last Congress was insufficient for the accommo- | 
dation of the business transacted there, and the 
Department was obliged to purchase 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) This joint 
resolution must, under the rules of the House, go 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, inasmuch as it appropriates money. 

Mr. WADE. Then I ask leave to withdraw it. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object to its withdrawal, 
because the object of withdrawing it is merely to 
strike out the appropriation and introduce it 
agaih. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the W hole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back the following bills; which 
were severally referred to the Committee ofthe 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed: 

House bill for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Patapsco river, and to render the port 
of Baltimore accessible to the war steamers of the 
United States; 

House bill to keep the St. Clair river, Mich- 
igan,in a navigable condition, &c.; reported back 
with amendments; 

House bill, with an amendment, to continue 








the improvements of the harbor of Monroe, Mich- 
Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be dis- || igan; 





| House bill, with an amendment, to continue 
| the improvements of the harbor of Huron, 


|| Ohio; 


| House bill, with an amendment, to continue 
| the improvements of the harbor of Cleveland, 
Ohio; 

House bill, with amendments, to continue the 
improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Black 
| river, in the State of Ohio; 

A bill to authorize and continue the construe- 
tion of a harbor at Buffalo, New York; reported 
back without amendment; 

A bill making appropriations for continuing the 
improvement of the harbor at Milwaukie, Wis- 
consin; 

A bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the Saginaw river, in the State of Mich- 


igan; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor at Vermilion, Ohio; 

A bill to continue the improvement of the har- 
bor at Sandusky City, Ohio; 

A bill making appropriations for continuing 
the improvement of the Soskas at Kenosha, Wis- 
consin; 

A bill making an appropriation for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor at Marquette, on 
Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill making appropriations for continuing 
the improvement at the mouth of Grand river, in 
the county of Lake, and State of Ohio; 

A bill for an appropriation for the improve- 
| ment of the harbor of Erie, Pennsylvania; 

A bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor at Dunkirk, New York; 

A bill making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the harbor at the mouth of the On- 
tonagon river, in the State of Michigan; 

A bill making an appropriation for contining 
the improvement of the harbor of refuge and com- 
merce at Michigan City, on Lake Michigan, and 
for the construction of a breakwater thereat; and 

A bill to place and keep St. Mary’s river, in 
the State of Michigan, in a suviaaiie condition 
for vessels of war and commerce, and to facilitate 
the transmission of supplies to the Northwest. 

Mr. WADE, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill making appropriations for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor at Racine, Wis- 

consin; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. ALBRIGHT, (at 
half past three o’clock, p. m.,) the House ad- 
journed. 
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IN SENATE. 
Wepnespary, April 23, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henny C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Sarah 
B. Webber, widow of John A. Webber, late 
| military storekeeper at Watertown, Massachu- 
| setts, praying for compensation for an improve- 
ment in che construction of gun-carriages in- 
vented by her late husband; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

He also presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of Massachusetts, in favor of an appropria- 
tion for a scientific survey of the harbor of Bos- 
ton; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN presented acommunication, ad- 
dressed to him by the Secretary of the Interior, 
on the subject of the sale of certain lands in Mis- 
sissippi, under the graduation law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 


Relations, to whom were referred the petition of 
the heir of Edward Rudd, the petition of Mary 
Martin, the petition of Ann Robinson, the peti- 
tion of the legal representatives of William Bean, 
and the petition of Henry A. Wise, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 

illiam K. Jennings and others; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred papers in relation to the claim of 
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John Randolph Clay, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. ‘The report was 
ordered to be printed. 





| 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the petition of William Foster, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. The Senate proceeded to consider 
the report; and in concurrence therewith, it was 


resolved that the prayer of the petitioner be | 


rejected. 


Lands, to whom was referred the memorial of J. 
L. Elliott, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill granting bounty land to Jared L. Elliott; 
which was read,and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL A. MORSE. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. No. 
171) for the relief of Samuel A. Morse and others, 
with certain instructions, reported the following 
resolution in pursuance of the instructions: 


Samuel A. Morse, for relief for capturing a British armed 
vessel and launch, with her guns, cargo, tackle, and ap- 
parel, be referred to the Court of Claims, and the residue 
of said claim be referred to said court, to be allowed if, upon 
the principles of the special acts heretofore passed by Con- 


8! ‘ srance of the ¢ March 19, 1814, the same . : : 
gress in furtherance of the act of ) ’ || ation for some time since. 


can equitably be allowed. 
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The PRESIDENT. The pending question is 
on the motion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Hate} to strike out the proviso of the 
amendment of the Senator from California. 

Mr. WELLER. Ido not know that I have 
any objection to that amendment, and the question 
may be taken at once on the motion to strike out 
the proviso. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In order to understand 
the application of that proviso, I desire to know 








'| what are the purposes mentioned in the bill. Let 
Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on Public | 


. | 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 


tion; and it was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD subsequently said: [ move | 


to reconsider the vote adopting the resolution 


yresented this morning, by the Senator from | 


Laine, referring a case to the Court of Claims 
with certain instructions. Those instructions, in 
my @pinion, are violative of the act organizing 
the court. I merely make the motion for recon- 
sideration. It can be acted on to-morrow morn- 


ing. 
The PRESIDENT. The motion will be en- 


tered. 
HARBOR OF SHEBOYGAN. 


Representatives, by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, 
announcing that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (J. R. No. 3) relating to the appro- 
yriation for the improvement of the harbor of 

heboygan, Wisconsin, in which they asked the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. DODGE, the joint resolution 
was read the first and second times by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


VISIT TO THE FRIGATE MERRIMAC. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, atthe request || 


of the Secretary of the Navy, I have to say to 
the Senate, that the frigate Merrimac, the only 
one of the new frigates now in service, is at An- 
napolis; and for the convenience of those mem- 
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives 
who may desire to visit her, he has issued cards 
of visitation to each member; and Saturday has 
been fixed upon as the day which will probably 
best suit the convenience of all. In justice to the 
Secretary, I beg leave to say, that he addressed 
an invitation to the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs last Saturday, for the same pur- 

ose; but the acting chairman, the Senator from 
Nee Jersey, [Mr. Tuomson,} being then absent 
it was overlooked, and not opened. 


THREE MILLION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. WELLER, the Senate 


2 |} vote now. The Senate is very thin. 
Resolved, That the petition and accompanying papers of || 


the bill be read. 
The Secretary read the bill and amendments. 
Mr. WELLER. The effect of striking out 
the proviso is of course to confine the appropri- 
ations to the objects specified, and not to authorize 
transfers to be made from one object to another. 
Theamendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the chairman of 
the committee whether he intends to press the 
vote on the bill now? 


Mr. WELLER. 


Yes, sir. 


Mr. HALE. I hope it will not be put to the || 


This is an 


important bill. It has been taken up suddenly, 


| and there has been no notice that it was to be 


|| it may lie over till to-morrow. 
|| a quorum present now. 
I have no doubt that there is | 


| amendment offered by the Senator from Califor- | 


taken up this morning. 
Mr. WELLER. ‘The bill was reported nearly 
three months ago, and has been under consider- 


Mr. HALE. All 1 ask of the Senator is that 


There is hardly 
Mr. WELLER. 


a quorum about the building. 


Mr. HALE. There is hardly a quorum here. | 


The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
nia, as amended. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the further consid- 
eration of the bill be postponed until to-morrow. 
Mr. WELLER. t 
anything by that. What assurance have we that 


| there will be more members here to-morrow than 
. i} 
A message was received from the House of || 


are present to-day? If this bill be postponed, it 
will only stand in the way of other business. My 
friend from Michigan [Mr. Stuart] is complain- 


|| ing that he cannot take up his river and harbor 


| 
| 
| 


l-bills. 
| bu8iness on hand. I would rather have the action 


| 
| 


| 


| 
| 


resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 124) | 


to increase the efficiency of the United States 
Army. When the bill was under consideration, 
some weeks since, Mr. We.ter offered an amend- 
ment, to add to the bill the following: 

‘To be applied and expended in the fullowing manner, to 
wit: 

Foraltering small-arms of the old patterns, including those 
now in the possession of the several States and ‘l'erritories, 
$1,250,000. 

For sea coast and garrison guns, mounted, $600,000. 


| 
| 
| 








I do not wish to have so much unfinished 


of the Senate now. 

Mr. HALE. I move to postpone this bill until 
to-morrow, for the reason that this is an import- 
ant bill, and the Senate is exceedingly thin. There 
are Senators absent, who, I think, would like to 
record their votes against it. I shall make no 
speech against it, but shall content myself with a 
negative on the yeas and nays, if I can have them 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. STUART. I hope that we shall dispose 
of this bill now. Let us vote on it. 
doing great injustice to ourselves by taking up a 


| subject and acting on it for afew minutes, and 


then postponing it, and thereby interfering with 
other business equally important. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The Senator from 
California will remember that some days since I 
intimated that I should give my assent to the bill 
when it should assume the proper form of specific 
appropriations. That was at once acceded to by 
him, and it has been put in that shape. 

There was another point which I stated, and 
upon which I think the Senate should have some 
information. I allude to the question whether it 
is necessary to make so large an appropriation as 
$1,000,000 or $1,250,000 in one year for the re- 
pair or alteration of the stock of smaM-arms now 
on hand in our various armories and on deposit 
with the States. I: occurred to me then, as it 


doeg now, that this is a larger amount than can 


' 


operly demanded for that service during the 
present year. I donot see that there is any pro- 
priety in appropriating a larger sum than can be 
reasonably and properly and economically ex- 


#or manufacturing small-arms, of new models, $250,000. || pended within the year. The honorable Senator 


For manufacturing smail-arm accouterments. $100,000. 

For supplying ammunition for small-arms, $150,000. 

For supplying ammunition for sea-coast, garrison, and 
field guns, $450,000. 

For increasing the capacity of the arsenals, $200,000. 

Provided, That the President shall have power, should 
he deem it advantageous to the public service and necessary 
for the proper execution of the works mentioned, to transfer 


the amounts designated for one or more of those objects to 
another ef these objects. 





from California knows that there is not likely to 
be any great demand for these arms within the 
year. | admit that when they commence the 
business of altering these arms—converting the 
old flint-lock into the percussion-cap lock—they 
had better go on; but the question is whether 
they can properly expend $1,000,000 or $1,250,000 
before the next session ef Congress. I believe 








do not think we shall gain | 


We are | 





the honorable Senator from Virginia, who is at 

the head of the Committee on Finance, (Mr, Hpy 

TER,} concurred in the idea that that seemed ;, 

be an unnecessarily large appropriation for the 

| present. However, if any explanation can be 

given to show the propriety of making an q 

| propriation as large as $1,250,000 at this time fo, 

this purpose, I shall acquiesce of course, 

| Mr. WELLER. I have no personal know). 

| edge, of course, which would enable me to ap. 

| swer the question, whether $1,250,000 can hp 
somes A expended during the year, or not, | 
| have been compelled to rely onahe head of tho 

War Department. I have received informatio, 
| from him that this amountcan be profitably useq 
| in the preparation of these arms during the pres. 
|| ent year. There are five hundred thousand olq 
|| muskets in the public arsenals, and there aro 
| three hundred thousand in the hands of the je. 
| spective States—making eight hundred thousand 

in all. 

| The additional expense of utting a new lock 
| on these muskets, and rifling them, 1s from $3 95 
| to $3 50 each. The Senator can very readily 
make his calculation, that, if any respectable part 
| of the arms now in the hands of the States be 
_ returned for the purpose of having this improve. 
| ment made on them, even a larger amount ef 
|, money could be properly expended. I have seen 
| these guns tested a few days ago, since the bil] 
was under consideration before. I have seen 
them fired at a range of two hundred, of five 
hundred, and of nine hundred yards. I regard 
it as one of the most effective weapons that I have 
ever seen during my life. It carries a different 
ball from that carried by the old musket; and, 
with the rifling and Maynard’s primer, it is, in 
my opinion, one of the most effective rifles | 
have ever seen. At a distance of five hundred 
yards, it can be shot with great certainty. I will 
not undertake to speak of the manner in which 
the firing at nine hundred yards was done, be- 
cause I think that is too great a range for it. 

We desire, sir, that this weapon should be 
gotten ready during the present year. As I have 
said before, it is not a war question at all; we 
present this bill as a peace question. I think the 
country ought to have a sufficient quantity of 
arms to arm its citizens whenever it may be 
|necessary. So far as the Secretary of War is 
concerned, I have his positive assurance that this 
money can be expended in the improvement of 
that arm during the year. 

There is another fact which I wish to mention. 
| The old musket required one hundred and ten 
grains of powder for a load. After it has been 
rifled in this way, it only requires sixty grains— 
it only consumes a little more than one half the 
amount of powder which was consumed by the 
old musket, in getting a range of nine hundred 

ards. 

. Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I hope it will be 
erceived by the Senate, and particularly by the 
10norable Senator from California, that my ob- 

| jection was not to the alteration of these arms, 

nor did I question that very great improvements 
might be made upon them by rifling, as well as 
| fixing the age cap to the locks. It is 
| unquestionable that great improvements can be 
made. My query was, whether it was possible 
that all these arms could be repaired within the 
present year, before the next session of Congress, 
| when we may make an additional appropriation’ 
There is no doubt that contracts could be entered 





| 








these improvements—the manufacture of ord- 
nance and the repairs of these guns—if we had 
| the guns. The question is, whether it is neces- 
sary to appropriate so large an amount at the 
peapent session of Congress? But, sir, I am not 

isposed to press the point further; I shall not 








| detain the Senate. 
| Mr. HALE. I regret exceedingly thet the 
| chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
thinks it his duty to press the bill to a vote this 
morning. I had hoped that he would consent to 
its postponement until to-morrow. I object to 
the bill for many reasons. One is, that [ think 
this appro riation is entirely unnecessary. [tis 
excee ing 0 strange that such an appropriation as 
this should be wanted as an extraordinary appro- 
riation, outside of the regular estimates of the 
of the 
Depatt- 





ar Department; because it is not 
annual estimates which the head of 


into for many million dollars to be expended in 
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ment has presented to Congress. I perceive, by 
this bill, that $1,250,000 are wanted for making | 
alterations in old muskets, | 
[am not much of a military man; the most I 
ever did in that eer was to go a gunning a little 
when I was aboy; but I am told by some of those | 
who have knowledge on such subjects, that these 
old muskets will be worth nothing when your | 
$1,250,000 shall have been expended on them,— 
nothing compared with the improved arms that 
have come into use since they were made. The 
alteration proposed to be made in these muskets 
is, I understand, to change them from a flint-lock 
to a percussion-lock, with Maynard’s primer. I | 
believe that 1s it. 
Mr. WELLER. And to rifle them. | 
Mr. HALE. Then I am right; the proposi- 
tion is to take these old muskets now in the arm- 
ories with flint-locks, to rifle them, and put on | 
ercussion-locks, with Maynard’s primer. Now, 
Tom told by those who pretend to have some | 
knowledge on the subject, that these old arms, | 
after thisenormous sum shall have been expended 
upon them, will not be worth much more than | 
before, when they are compared with the other | 





improvements which have been made in small- | 
arms. They will be a great improvement on 

what they now are, but they will not be what | 
they ought to be; because modern experience, as | 
I am told, suggests that the breech-loading mus- | 
kets and rifles are entirely superseding the use of | 
those loaded at the muzzle; and one breech-load- | 
ing rifle is worth a dozen of those of the other | 
kind. If youspend your $1,250,000 in repairing | 
these old muskets, and fit Maynard’s primer to | 
them, they will not be so near to the standard 
which modern improvements now require, as they | 
were with flint-locks when they were made. In | 
other words, the breech-loading rifles will take | 
the advantage of them altogether. 

I further understand—though this subject comes | 
up so suddenly that I have not had time to inform | 
myself upon it—that an appropriation was asked | 
for and granted to the War Department, some | 
time ago, of $90,000, for the purpose of experi- 
menting with breech-loading rifles; and I am told 
that that sum has not been expended; that the 
experiment has not been made. These old guns, 
though they will be very good with Maynard’s 
primer in dry weather, will not stand wet 
weather. 

Besides, I am opposed on principle to the whole 
Government armory business. I can inform the 
Senate—and I do not mean to be arrogant in giving | 
this information—that you can go to the best 
armory in the world~-at Hartford—and contract 
with one of the best manufacturers in this coun- 
try—the very best, I believe, Colonel Colt—for 
all som work in making and repairing arms, at a 
price ten per cent. less than what it now costs 
you in the Government armories. He will give | 
you a much better arm at ten per cent. less cost. 

f you want anything of that sort, I think it is | 
better to go where you can get the work done 
best, and at a less price than what it costs in the 
Government armories. That is another reason 
why I am opposeé to this bill. 

But here, it seems to me, is another very extra- 
ordinary item, and I wish to call to it the atten- 
tion of gentlemen who have any doubts about 
voting for the bill. Here is an extraordinary ap- 
propriation ‘‘ for supplying ammunition to sea- 
coast, garrison, and field guns, $450,000.’’ That 
is in addition to the regular estimates of the Sec- 
retary at the commencement of the session. If 
we go on and appropriate this enormous, this 
extraordinary sum of $450,000 for ammunition, 
simply for sea-coast, garrison, and field guns, at 
this time, what reason can we give to the people 
of this country for it? Is there anything in the 
state of our affairs, is there anything in the aspect 
of any question involved in our foreign relations, 
that calls for such an enormous and extraordinary 
appropriation for ammunition ? 

here is another aspect in which I desire to 
look at this question, and in which I wish Sen- 
ators to look at it; and thatis, asa mere matters of 
economy. I do not know but that the day has 
passed for talking about economy in this Govern- 
ment; but we must come to it. This Adminis- 
tration is spending money with a profuseness— 
not to use any wotse term beginning with a “ p,”’ | 
that is altogether unprecedented. They have | 


reached now to a sum between seventy and eighty | 
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millions of dollars a year. We appropriated last 
Congress between seventy and eighty millions. 
Over fifty millions were exclusive of any pay- 
ments for the public debt. That amount was 
certainly higher than the expenditures during any 
year of the war with Great Britain. I do not know 
whether we reached as high a range during the 
first or second year of the war with Mexico; but 


pewrese peace, with a ** model President,’’ we | 


the most extravagant year of war. 

Mr. CASS. Itis a mistake. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, 1 am glad to hear it; 
but it is not a great mistake, is it? 

Mr. CASS. Itis a mistake. 

Mr. HALE. Iam told that it is a mistake. I 
have not the book before me, and I do not speak 
on my own authority. It is nota mistake, how- 


seventy and eighty millions. 

Mr. CASS. Itis nota mistake as to the amount 
of the appropriations; but they were made by you | 
as well as by me. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no; I was in private life. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator will par- | 
don me fora moment. This is the old question 
over again, which we have discussed a thousand 
times. I wish him to treat the issue with fairness, 
and not charge all the blame on the Democratic | 
party, or on the Administration. The appropri- 
ations have been made by Congress itself, of 
which he and I are a portion—many of them in 
spite of executive recommendations. The hon- 
orable Senator knows that, within a night or two | 


of the last session of almost every Congress for || 


some years past, millions have been added to the 
expenses of the country by the action of Congress. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN, (to Mr. Hare.) What | 
were the war expenses? 
Mr. HALE. I have not the book before me | 
which contains the statement, but I have sent for 


The honorable Senator from Michigan wishes 
me to treat this question fairly, and I shall en- 
deavor todo so. He says it was not the Presi- | 
dent who did this, nor should I charge it on the 
Democratic party, but on Congress. Well, sir, 
if the Democratic party has not centrolled Con- 
gress pretty generally, and the Senate particularly, 
for the last—I do not know how many years—l 
am mistaken; but my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
CRITTENDEN] can tell better than I can, for his 
name is connected with the history of Congress. 
I admit that, if the Democratic party have not | 
controlled Congress, they are not responsible. | 

Mr. CASS. You slip into the majority once in | 
a while, and then you control us. 

Mr. HALE. We will take the responsibility | 
when we have the majority. I say the expendi- | 
ture by this Government of between seventy and | 
eighty millions 6f dollarsin one year, in a time of | 
profound peace, is something that ought to arrest 
our attention; and, if it does not arrest our atten- 
tion, I think it will arrest the attention of the 
people. This expenditure has been, too, at a 
period when the people of this country have been 
suffering under the pressure of hard times from 
one end of the Union tothe other, and when there 
has probably been more complaint, not merely in 
the commercial cities, but in the rural districts, 
of hard times and an inability to procure the 
necessaries of life, than there has been for a great | 
number of years before. What has been the 
occasion of it? It has been because your Govern- | 
ment has spent money so enormously. 

I sent to the Secretary’s office for a list of the | 
annual expenditures from the year 1790 to the 
present time; but it has not yet been brought to 
me. I will not detain the Senate, if they feel un- 
willing to give me the indulgence which Lask. 

Mr. WELLER. Let us take the question. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire 
that the question shall be now put? 

Mr. HALE. I sent for the document, but I 
have not yet received it; and [ cannot proceed 
without it. If the Senate insists on taking a vote 
under these circumstancss, of course I have noth- 
ing to say 

he PRESIDENT. The question is on post- 


poning the further consideration of the bill until 
to-morrow. 


Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; | 
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I think that during the last year, in the time of | 


1ave expended more money than we ever did in || 


| party, or the President. 
ever, to say that the expenditure was between || 


| Senator. The Senate 





Mr. ADAMS. I voted against the engrossment 
of this bill when it was first presented, and | shall 
vote against its passage now; but I can see no 
ee in its postponement. It is suggested 

y the Senator from New Hampshire that the Sen- 

ate is not full, and that there are Senators absent 
who would like to record their votes against the 
bill. I think that, if Senators wish to record their 
votes against any measure, it is their duty to be 
here; and I have no idea that we shall have a 
fuller House to-morrow than we have to-day. 
Therefore, I shall vote against the postponement. 
I shall vote against the bill; not because I have 
any positive objection to it, but I am not con- 
vinced of the necessity of the appropriation. On 
that ground only, I shall vote against it. 
_ As to the expenditures of the Government, it 
is not my purpose to defend the Democratic 
! I can only say that [ 
think any objection on that ground comes with 
rather bad grace from the Senator from New 
Hampshire; for if that Senator voted against any 
of the $70,000,000 which were appropriated, | am 
mistaken. I think that he voted for an appropri- 
ation of $15,000,000, which the President vetoed, 
and which did not become a law. My opinion 
is that there should be individual and not party 
responsibility in regard to expenditures. 

In my opposition to this bill I have been gov- 
erned mainly by the principle suggested by the 

es already, at the present 


| session, beyond the. ordinary appropriations, 
| agreed to appropriate $5,500,000 for war vessels, 
| and $3,000,000 for the defense of our coast, and 


we propose to appropriate $3,000,000 more by 
this bill. These sums are beyond the regular 
and usual appropriations. We appropriated at 
the last Congress over $70,000,000, which, it is 
said, were not enough for the purposes ef Gov- 
ernment by about $4,500,000, now embraced in 
the deficiency bill. 1 think it is time that we 


| should look into this subject with more caution 
it, and expect to have it directly. | 


and more care; we should reduce the duties, 
diminish the revenues of the Government so as 
to cease taxing the people as much as they have 
been taxed. I object, however, to the Senator 
from New Hampshire speaking of extravagance 
when he votes, according to my recollection, for 
anny all extravagant expenditures that are pro- 
posed. I shall vote against the postponement. 

Mr. FOOT. The morning hour has nearly 
expired. At one o’clock the special order will 
come up. The remainder of the morning hour 
will be occupied in calling the yeas and nays on 
the pending question in regard to this bill. I 
trust that, inasmuch as the hour ef one has so 
nearly arrived, when it is understood that the 
honorable Senator from Texas [Mr. Houston] 
is to address the Senate on another subject, the 
call for the yeas and nays will be withdrawn by 
common consent, and this bill will go over until 
to-morrow. 


Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the call. 
The PRESIDENT. The call for the yeas and 








and they were ordered. 


nays can only be withdrawn by unanimous con- 
sent. 
There was no objection; and the further con- 


sideration of the bill was postponed until to-mor- 
row. 


DANISH SOUND DUES. 
Mr. MASON. I hope the Senate will allow 


me to call up the report and resolution of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations on the question 
of the sufficiency of the notice to terminate the 
treaty with Denmark. The Senator who moved 
the original resolution is in his place; and, as I 
shall be necessarily absent after Saturday next for 
a week, it would be desirable to me that the mat- 
ter should be disposed of in the mean time. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave a proposition to make 
by way of amendment to that of the committee 
on which I shall desire to be heard when it is 
called up. I would suggest, therefore, that it may 
be called up in the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. MASON. Iask the Senate to take up the 
report now, with a view to make it the special 
order for half past twe!ve o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion to take up the report was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I move that it be postponed, 
and made the special order for to-morrow, at half 
past twelve o’clock. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to hear the reso- 


'| lution reported by the committee. 
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The Secretary read it, as follows: i a 
Resolved athe notice which has been given by the || interests of the Government ¢hat we should act 
President to Denmark, pursaant fo the resolution of the i upon It instantly. 
Senate of the 3d of March, 1855, to terminate the treaty || will not prevail. 
with that Power of the 26th of April, in the year 1826, is 
sufficient to cause such treaty to terminate and be annulled | 
to alf intents whatsoever, pursuant to the eleventh article 
thereof, and that no other or further act of legislation is | 
necessary to putan end to said treaty, as part of the law of | 
the land, 
! 
1 
| 











can get an opportunity, to take up and consider, | 


duced some time ago, proposing to institute an | 


Mr. MASON. I do not myself contemplate || inquiry into the action of the naval board. That | 


debating or speaking upon the question, unless I 
shall think it necessary from anything that may || and the earliest decision of this body. Ifa special 
fall from those who may disagree with the resolu- || committee is to be appointed at all for the purpose 
tion; but at any rate it is a matter of moment that || of inquiring into the action of the naval board, it 
the construction which has been questioned should || is proper that it should be appointed at once—the 
be settled by the Senate, for the matter is pending | 
between the twoGovernments. I ask,therefore, | 
that it may be made the special order of the day | 
for to-morrow, at half past twelve o’clock. | 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make an inquiry of || 
the Chair, and, if I have understood a previous || 
ruling of the Chair aright, 1 shall objectto making || the motion of the Senator from Virginia—with 
this question the special order for to-morrow, at | reluctance, I admit; but I do not consider that 
half pasttwelve o’clock. I believe that the action the question which he proposes to have made the 
| 


to be going on with its investigation. 

I shall insist on that proposition being consid- 
ered arid disposed of by the Senate before any 
other special order shall be made to take prece- 
dence of it. For that reason, I shall vote against 





of the Senate generally has been this: When a || special order for to-morrow is one which it is of | 
subject is made the special order in the morning || very great importance to consider and decide 
hour, itexpires with the morning hour, and other || now; and the question in relation to the naval | 
special orders fixed for one o’clock take its place, || board is of importance. 
unless the Senate, by a vote, direct otherwise. I Besides, 1 expect to leave the city during the 
understood the Chair, however, to hold the other 
day that a special order fixed for half past twelve | 
o’clock would supersede orders which were | 
made for one o’clock, without any vote of the | 
Senate. If Lam right about that ruling of the | 
Chair, I must object to this proposition, because 
it has been the general understanding that, after 
the Senator from Texas shall have made his ad- || tee go on with the investigation. If the Senate 
dress to the Senate, I shall call up the bills making || should decide not to raise a special committee, 
appropgations for the improvement of rivers and || but intend to impose the duty of investigation on 
harbors. That I design to do to-morrow, at one | the Committee on Naval Affairs, it is important | 
o’clock; and I must object to a special order being that that action should be taken soon, because | 
made for half past twelve ode, if I understand || the committee ought to be going on with the in- 
the ruling of the Chair correctly. If not, it will || vestigation. The session is wearing away—it | 
make no difference. || will soon be at an end; and, unless we take care, | 

The PRESIDENT. The order appointed for || (if we go into the investigation at all,) long be- 
half past twelve o’clock takes precedence, under || fore it shall have closed the Senate will have 
the decision of the Chair, for the day for which || adjourned. 
it is made the special order. ir. MASON. Let us take the vote. 

Mr. STUART. Then I object to making this{} Mr. IVERSON. Very well. 


question the special order for that hour to-mor-|| The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
row; and I hope the Senate will not agree to || motion of the Senator from Virginia. 
tie motion, and thereby postpone the river || Mr. STUART. I move to amend the motion | 
and harbor bills for a week, or nobody knows || so as to postpone the consideration of this subject 
how long. I will agree that this resolution shall || until Monday next. | 
be postponed until ‘half past twelve o’clock to- 
morrow, and be then considered; but I am not 
willing that it shall be made the special order. 

Mr. MASON. I am utterly unaware of any 
general understanding that precedence should be 
given to bills referred to by the Senator, of which 
there is a very numerous class—eleven of them, 
I think, from the State which he represents—over 
other business of the Senate, without the judgment 
of the Senate as to the relative importance of the 
measures. 

{ have said, and I repeat, that I have no pur- 
pose to debate this resolution. The Senator from 

fassachusetts [Mr. Sumner] has said that he 
will offer an amendment and ask to be heard upon 
it. As far as l am concerned, it is possible, per- 
haps probable, that fF shall deem it necessary to 
reply; but I shall rely chiefly on the report itself || refused to order the yeas and nays. 
as the best vindication of the resolution. Atany || Mr. ALLEN. I again ask for them. 
rate; it cannot occupy more than an hour, if it|| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
will consume that much time; and its considera- || Mr. STUART. Before the vote is taken, I 
tion therefore can have the effect of postponing || wish to explain what might be misunderstood in 
the bills about which the gentleman is so urgent, || consequence of what fell from the Senator from 
probably for halfan hour. I hope it will be the || Virginia. He referred to what I said as to an 
pleasure of the Senate to make the report and || understanding in relation to the bills for whose 
resolution in relation to the Danish Sound dues || consideration I am desirous. Sir, the Senate, 
the special order for half past twelve o’clock to- || weeks ggo—I think as many as six—made the | 
morrow. river at harbor bills the special order, and the | 

Mr. IVERSON. _[f the motion of the Senator || understanding to which I alluded was this: [ have 
from Virginia should prevail, and this question || consented to lay them aside from time to time to 
should be made the special order for half past || oblige certain members of the Senate. I have 
twelve o'clock to-morrow, it must necessarily || consented that speech after speech might be made 
consume several hours. The Senator from Mas- || on the Kansas question, and or various other sub- 
sachusetts desires to address the Senate, and || jects. I have consented to indulge the Senator | 
doubtless there will be other debate upon the sub- | from Texas who has the floor for to-day. That 
jo Now, there is a question before us which, || special order stands now the first, except the bill 

think, is of more importance than that. I do || that was underconsideration this morning; every 
not suppose that there 1s any pressing necessity || other special order in the Senate is second to it. | 
for the immediate consideration of the Sound dues || Now, it is not a question of courtesy, but it isa 
question, as it is-called. 1 donot understand that '{ question of right, so far as the vote of the Sénate | 


latter part of next week, to be absent two or | 
three weeks, and I desire to have the question on 
my resolutions as to the naval board decided be- | 
fore [ leave. I think it important that we should 

act upon that question; the Senate should at least | 
determine whether a special committee is to be | 





| 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. MASON. 


I hope the motion of the Senator from Michigan 
will not be agreed to. 


the question on postponing the subject until Mon- 
day, and making it the special order for that day. 
Mr. STUART called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were not ordered. 
The question being taken, there were, on a | 
division—ayes 15, noes 14. 
The PRESIDENT. There is not a quorum | 
voting. 
Mr. MASON. There is no doubt a quorum 
present. I hope Senators will come in and vote. | 
Mr. SEWARD. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. 
The PRESIDENT. The Senate has already 


a 








j } 





I trust, therefore, the motion | 


sooner the better, because that committee ought | 


I shall be absent on Monday. | 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair will first put | 
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|| it is absolutely necessary for the convenience and | 


} 
| 


I give notice to the Senate, that it is my de- | 
termination to press them every day, when I | 


and finally act upon, the resolutions which I intro- | 


| 
is a subject which, I think, demands the attention | 
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is concerned. I hope that we shall be able to dis. 
pose of these bills to-morrow; I believe we can do 
it. If not, at all events we can do it to-morrow 
and Monday. 

The proposition of the Senator from Virginia 
is to make a special order for twelve and a half 
o’clock to-morrow, which must necessarily pogt- 
pone those bills for a week; and that is the reason 
why I interpose, and propose to postpone this 
resolution until Monday. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am with the Senator from 
Michigan in favor of the river and harbor bills. 
I desire action upon them as soon as possible, [ 
have thus far voted with him, constantly I believe 
in taking them up, and I shall vote with him oy, 
their final passage; but let me say to that Senator 
that those bills may wait easier than this question 
in relation to the Danish Sound dues. The treat 
with Denmark is held to have expired on the 16th 
of this very month—a week ago last Monday— 
and at this moment there is a question as to the 
legality of the notice by which it was terminated, 
That question involves important public consid. 
erations and private rights. I say, therefore, that 
question cannot wait; but the river and harbor 
bills can wait, and hence I am for the immediate 
consideration of the first question. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to correct what I think is 





|| @ misapprehension of the Senator from Massa. 


chusetts. I understand that the executive Govern- 
ment has consented to a prolongation of the treaty 
until some time in June. 


Mr. SUMNER. But the question is, what is 
the effect of that act of the executive Govern- 


' iether be || ment? It makes it so much more important that 
raised; and, if it is to be raised, let that commit- | 


we should consider it at this time. 

Mr. CASS. Ifthe executive Government has 
withdrawn its objection, the treaty remains, of 
course, 

Mr. SUMNER. The question is whether the 
executive Government has any right to withdraw 
the objection? 

The PRESIDENT. The hour has arrived for 
the special order, and it will have to be taken up 
unless otherwise directed by the Senate. The 
first special order is the Kansas question. 


NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. IVERSON. In order to allow the Sen- 
ator from Texas the opportunity of going on 
with his remarks on the subject of the action of 
the naval board, I move to postpone all prior 
orders in order to take up the resolutions on that 
subject which I submitted some time ago, together 
with the bill reported by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the following reso- 
lutions, submitted by Mr. Iverson on the 29th of 
February : 

Resolved, That a committee of —— Senators be appointed 
by the Chair, with power to send for persons and papers, 
and that said committee be, and are hereby, authorized and 
instructed to summon before it the members of the late 
“naval retiring board,” or such of them as may be conve- 
niently brought before the committee, and examine them 
upon oath as to the facts and evidence, grounds and rea- 
sons upon which the action of said board was founded in 
each case of the officers recommended to be put upon the 
retired list, or dropped from the service ; and that said com- 
mittee be further instructed to inquire and obtain any other 
facts which, in their opinion, may bear upon the cases 
aforesaid, and report the same to the Senate. 

And be it further resolved, That said committee be au- 
thorized and instructed to advise and consult with the 
President of the United States in relation to the cases of 
said retired and dropped officers, with the view of correct- 
ing any error or injustice which may have been committed 
by the action of said retiring board, by the reappointment 
or restoration by the President of such officers as may have 
been unjustly or improperly retired or dropped. 

The PRESIDENT. On this question the Sen- 
ator from Texas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Before the honorable 
Senator from Texas proceeds with his remarks, 
I would be obliged to him if he would allow me 
to make some explanation in connection with the 
subject on which he wishes to address the Senate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [yield with pleasure to give 
on enas an opportunity to make his explana- 
tion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It will be remembered, 
Mr. President, that, some days ago, a vindication 
or explanation of the conduct of Captain Strib- 
ling was presented to the Senate by the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Botver.} 
The particular object then was to vindicate the 
cAéptain from a statement made by certain inspect- 
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. r . . i] 
ing officers, that the ship in which he had returned || bad but twenty-six men opposed to a force of piratical 


from a recent cruise was found, on her arrival 
in the port of New York, to be in unseamanilike | 
order, or in bad condition. | 
jowever, for the purpose of clearing him, and 

stating in a more favorable light the conduct and | 
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vessels, well supplied with arms of all kinds, amongst which 
was one long nine and two six-pounders. 
t have much pleasure in naming as my associates, 


On that occasion, || Lieutenant [nman, Acting Sailingmaster Bainbridge. Doctor 


Babbii, and Midshipmen Harwood and Taylor, and Messrs. 
Webb and Price, who obeved and executed all orders and 
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| merely, and that he confounded it in his memory 

with another achievement which occurred during 

the same piratical war, and even during the same 

summer—the same year’s service. He speaks 
- “* . y 

very respectfully of Lieutenant Watson, and 

assigns to him the merit of this achievement. 


the reputation of Captain Stribling, a statement | 
! § 


was made of his former services. 
sion the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
presented a statement in writing by Captain Strib- 
ling himself, embracing those services. In that 
statement are found these words: 

« ] was a lieutenant in the war against the pirates during 
the years 1822 to 1825 inclusive. In this service I at one 
time commanded two barges, and succeeded in capturing 
one of the most successful piratical vessels, commanded by 
a celebrated pirate named Diaboleto.” 

That is the statement. On the next day this 
statement was published in the Globe, and came 
to the attention of the relatives of a former officer 
of the Navy—Lieutenant Watson. His relatives 
—persons of great respectability, living in this 
city, were much wounded by this statement. 
Lieutenant Watson had been, in his day, a dis- 
tinguished officerin the Navy—very distinguished 
for his rank. He was the first lieutenant of the 
Argus during her celebrated cruise in the British 
Channel, in the war of 1812, commanded, as is 
remembered by every gentleman, by the gallant 
Captain Allen. Captain Allen, itis known, was 
killed on the deck of his vessel, and Watson suc- 


On that occa- | 


ceeded to the command. Watson was shot down, | 


and borne senseless from the deck, but he re- 
tuned before the action was concluded, wounded 
and maimed as he was. After a desperate en- 
counter, the Argus was compelled to surrender 
to the superior force of the British vessel. He 
returned home. He was engaged in this pirat- 
ical war also in 1822 and 1823; and it was this 
same Lieutenant Watson who performed the very 
achievement which is spoken of in this state- 
ment, and not Captain Stribling. 
after, and upon the same cruise, without ever re- 
turning home, was attacked with the yellow fever 


on the coast of Cuba, and there died, lamented | 


by all who knew him. 

That he was the officer who performed this 
achievement, | beg the indulgence of the Senate 
to show by his own official report to Commodore 
Porter, and by Commodore Porter’s report. I 


Watson, soon | 


will first read the report of Watson to his com- | 


mander, Commodore Porter: 
Unrrep States Gaiurot Sea Gut, 
ALLENTON, THOMPsON’s ISLAND, July 11, 1823. 


Sir: Having had the honor to report the circumstances | 


attending the cruise of the division under my orders prior 
to our separation off St. John de los Remedios, I have 
now to communicate, for your information, my subsequent 
proceedings in the barges Gallinipper and Mosquito. 


After a strict examination of the coast and islands from | 


Cape Francis to Cape Blanco, in the vicinity of Port Acocos, 
whilst cruising in Signapa bay, we discovered a large top- 
sail schooner, with a launch in company, working up to an 
anchorage, at which several merchant vessels were then 
lying. Being to windward, I bore up im the Gallinipper 
for the purpose of ascertaining their characters; and, when 
within gunshot, perceiving the large vessel to be weli armed, 
and her deck filled with men, I hoisted our colors, on seeing 
which they displayed the Spanish flag, and the schooner, 
having brailed up her foresail, commenced firing at the 
Gallinipper. I immediately kept away, and ran down upon 
her weather quarter, making signal, at the same time, for 
the Mosquito to close. Having much the advantage in 
sailing, they did not’ permit us to do so, but made all sail 
before the wind for the village of Signapa, to which place 
we pursued them, and, after a short action, succeeded in 
taking both vessels, and effecting the almost total destruc- 
tion of their crews, amounting, as nearly as could be ascer- 
tained at the time, to fifty or sixty men, but, as we are since 
informed, to seventy or eighty. They engaged us without 
colors of any description, having hauled down the Spanish 


flag after firing the first gun ; and, on approaching to board, | 


(our men giving three cheers and discharging their mus- 


kets,) the pirates fled precipitately, some to their launch, | 


(lying in shore, from whence a fire was still kept up,) 
whilst others endeavored to escape by swimming to the 


land. A volley of musketry, directed at the launch, com- | 
pleted their disorder, and drove them into the sea, but the | 


boats going rapidly through the water cut off their retreat. 


with the exception of Speen, eleven of whom were killed || 


or desperately wounded, and taken prisoners by our men, 
who landed in pursuit, and the remaining four apprehended 
by the local authorities and sent to Matanzas. 

The larger vessel was called the Catilina, commanded by 
the celebrated pirate Diaboleto, taken some weeks since 
from the Spaniards, between Havana and Matanzas, carried 
to Signapa bay, where she received her armaments, had 


captured nothing, this being the commencement of her | 


piratical cruise, 


I cannot close this communication without performing a | 


most pleasing task in reporting the active gallantry and 


g00d conduct of my officers and men, none of whom sus- | 
tamed the slightest injury in the action; the result of which | 
is, I trust, sufficient to satisfy you that all under my orders | 
did their duty, particulariy when it is cansidered that we 





signals with a promptitude and zeal which could not be 
exceeded. i 
{ have the honor to be. very respectfully, vour obedient 
servant, W.H. WATSON. 
Commodore Davip PortTer. commanding United States 
naval forces in the West Indies i 


Now, sir, I will read what Commodore Porter 
| SAYS In writing to the officer of the Government 
of that same action: 


Sea Gout, ALLENTON. THompson’s IsLanpD, 
July 17, 1823. | 

Srr: It is with infinite satisfaction I do myself the honor 
to lay before you Lieutenant Commandant Watson’s offi- 
cial report of the almost total annihilation of the crews of 
| two piratical vessels by the barges Gallinipper and Mos- 
quito under his command. 

When we take into consideration the immense superi 
ority of force opposed to him, the advantage and preparation 
on the part of the pirates, and the result of the action, we 
cannot but be impressed with the conviction that nothing 
less than providential influence and protection could have | 
occasioned consequences so fatal to the pirates, and so ex- 
empt from injury on our side as to appear almost miracu- |; 
lous. 

The five surviving pirates, being desperately wounded, I 
| have, incompliment to the favorable disposition and zealous 
| codperation of the authorities of Havana, sent to the Cap 
| tain General of Cuba. to be tried by the laws of Spain. 

Inclosed is a copy of my letter to him on the subject. 

I cannot close this communication without expressing a 
hope that the brilliant success of Lieutenant Commanding 
Watson, and his excellent character as an officer and man, 
may induce the Department to promote him to a higher 
grade, as the most suitable reward tor his services. 

D. PORTER. 
Hon. Smitn THompson, Secretary of the Navy. 


l read these reports to establish the fact that | 
Watson did perform the achievement which, in 
the statement read to the Senate, Captain Strib- 
ling, after such a lapse of time, supposed to have 
| been performed by Siesaaifi I do but justice to 
Captain Stribling when I say that I verily believe 
he was mistaken. He is an officer of too high 
| character, a gentleman of too fair a reputation, 
for me to admit fora moment the supposition that 
this was a false claim set up to the fame of an 
achievement performed by a deceased brother 
officer. Inthe same season, and in the same war, | 
| some few months before that time, Captain Strib- 
ling did command in an engagement against the 


|| pirates—one which was quite successful, but by 


|no means attended with all the consequences 
| which attended this. They took a piratical ves- | 
sel and drove the pirates ashore, killing some of 
them, but not being able, as it is said in his re- | 
| port, to pursue them because of the thickness of 
the wood through which they had escaped. 

This is all that IT have to say. It shows the 
fallibility of memory. Here is a great achieve- | 
ment. ‘The destruction of sixty or seventy pi- 
rates by twenty-six American sailors, and the 
| capture of their vessels, is no smal! achievement. 
Here it was done with a courage so impetuous, 
anda rush so rapid, as to leave no time to the ter- 
rified enemy to create any bloodshed on our side. 
Not aman was killed of the Americans, while 
| sixty or seventy of the pirates were killed, 
wounded, or taken prisoners. 

This was the achievement of Lieutenant Wat- | 
son. His family here, in somewhat humbler life, \ 
perhaps, than they were at that day, with fortunes 
somewhat decayed, but with a respectability 
preserved entire, cherish with pride the memory |) 
| of their relative, and this among his brightest | 
| achievements. His isa cherished name by the 


| fireside of his house, and they have appealed to 
| me to make this statement. They proceeded, I 
| must say, in the most respectful manner, upon 
| finding this statement and this claim on the part 
| of Captain Stribling thus erroneously, and by 
|| mistake as I believe, urged by him. They pro- 
| ceeded, not with any violence, not with any de- 
| nunciation, but they addressed a most respectful 
letter to Captain Stribling stating that he must be 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


mistaken; that in their family the recollection of 
this event had always been cherished as glorious 
tothe memory of their deceased relative, and was 
| So understood by all men of thatday. I cannot 
speak of an officer of that day = does not 
remember Lieutenant Watson as a pride and 
| model of the Navy in histime. Captain Stribling 
immediately replied to this note acknowledging 
the mistake, and saying ‘that, after such a lapse 
of time, it was owing to a failure of recollection 


| 
| 
| 


————— ne 


| horde of desperadoes.”’ 


But, sir, as a statement had been made in the 
Senate of the United States, in which it was sup- 
posed by Captain Stribling that he himself had 
performed this achievement, and as it had gone 
out to the world, it was thought that justice to 
the memory of Watson who really did perforra 
it, required that this explanation should also be 
made here. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, Captain Strib- 
ling presented his paper through me as his rep- 
resentative, he being a citizen of South Carolina, 
and a captain in the Navy. When he presented 
it to me, he did it with a modesty that actually 
captivated me. Captain Stribling was far from 
having any design or purpose to touch one line 
that could contribute to perpetuate and emblazoa 
the memory of his comrade, Lieutenant Watson; 
and the moment it was brought to his view he 
said: 

“fam mistaken in the name of the vessel; and if i bad 
now to decide which of the twoachievements J would pre 
fer, I do not know that I would not claim the one in which 
I was engaged myself at the time the gallant Alien fell.” 

He referred me to the documents in the Navy 
Department, saying that of course they must 
stand correct, and the mere mistake of a name 
could not change the history of the transaction. 
He then put into my hand a note, in which he 
says—as it will be seen when it is read, for I in- 
tend to have it read—that he was engaged in the 
capture of the pirate Domingo, whom Commo- 
dore Porter regarded as ‘‘the notorious head of this 
In Commodore Porter’s 
notice of Captain Stribling, though he does not 
distinguish between him and anybody else in 
point of merit, he speaks of him as having per- 
formed a gallant part in the capture of the vessel, 
formerly a pilot-boat at Norfolk, then in the pos- 
session of the notorious pirate, Domingo, instead 
of Diaboleto, as I before stated. 

The only mistake is in the name. Iam sure 
my friend from Kentucky cannot suppose, after the 
explanation which has been made, and no one 


| here can suppose for a single moment that Captain 


Stribling would attempt to appropriate to his brow 
the laurels of a gentleman and a hero for whose 
memory he cherishes the tenderest and highest 
regard. On the contrary, the mistake arises from 
confounding two Spanish names. At the time 
when he wrote the letter to me, he had no view to 
pervert the truth of history; but he says now, so 
far as regards the merits of the different transac- 
tions, that he would prefer his own. He does 
not say which is the more brilliant—he does not 
arrogate to himself more gallantry; but he says 
that, if placed in the historical picture as he really 
was, he is entirely satisfied. With that view, I 
ask that his modest note be read—I ask for noth- 
ing more. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Georcetown, D. C., April 9, 1856. 

My pear Sir: In my letter to you, in speaking of my 
services, | mention that the piratical vessel captured wae 
commanded by Diaboleto—I should have said Domingo, as I 
find that to be the name of the piratical chief, as will be 
found in the documents, in a letter written by Commodore 
Porter to the Secretary of the Navy, dated April 16, 1823. 
He says, ‘‘ and captured one pirate, a pilot-boat schooner, 
formerly the Pilot, of Norfolk, armed with one long twelve- 
pounder, and commanded by Domingo, the notorious head 


| Of this horde of desperadoes, who formerly commanded the 
| Laragariano, the vessel in the attempt to capture wineh the 


gallant Allen fell.’ 

If you should think proper to refer to the note [ sent you 
in reference to the mistakes of the Senator from Texas in 
his speech when speaking of my conduct, I should be 


| gratified if you would correct this mistake as tothe nameef 


the pirate chief; as it has been stated that it might becon- 
sidered as detracting from the just fame of the late 
lamented and gallant Lieutenant William H. Watson. 
Nothing could be further from my wish or intention thap to 
have done so. 
With great respect, your obedient servant. 
co. K, STRIBLING, 


Hon. A. P. Butter, United States Senate. 


Mr. BUTLER. The letter explains the whole 
matter. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope thatI have been 
already sufficiently expiicit in declaring my own 
convictions that this was nothing more than a 
mistake on the part of Captain Stribling. That, 
however, did not render it the less necessary that 
an explanation should be made. 1 would not, for 
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any consideration, do injustice to Captain Strib- 
ling, or express any opinion or sentiment on this 
subject that I did not truly entertain; and I do 
truly entertain the opinion that it was a mere 
mistake on his part. e 

Mr. BUTLER. And J say now for Captain 
Stribling, that he is happy to have the occasion to 
afford the Senate the opportunity of joining his 
comrade, for whom he had the kindest feelings, 
with him in this tribute justly due to both. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I must, however, in 
justice to the whole subject, state another fact. 

have before me the official paper in which Cap- 
tain Stribling reported his action with the pirate 
chief, Domingo. I desire to read it, only because 
J wish to putin its proper prominence, in com- 
parison with the capture of Domingo, the action 
with this ‘* little devil’’—Diaboleto. 

“In obedience to your orders, I proceeded, at half past 
seven o’clock last evening, with the barges Gallinipper and 
Mosquito, to examine the coast to windward, as high upas 
Escondido, for pirates. In consequence of the lightness of 
the wind, we were compelled to make use of our oars most 
of the time. This morning, at daylight, several small sail 
were insight; we boarded a number, and found them coast- 
ers. At seven, a. m., discovered a schooner about three 
miles to the eastward, of a suspicious appearance, and im- 
mediately gave chase ; the stranger apparently full of men, 
and sweeping on shore. At 8h. 15m. fired two muskets to 
bring the chase to. On firing the second gun, she com- 
menced firing with round and grape, and musketry. We 
returned it with our muskets, at the same time making every 
exertion to get alongside of her. At 8h. 30m. the schooner 
succeeded in gaining the shore; in an instant we were on 
board of her, and succeeded in getting onshore. We, how 
ever, secured one man, and found two of her crew killed— 
one on board, the other on shore. We have every reason, 
however,to believe that several were wounded. I landed the 
marines, with some of the seamen, but the thickness of the 
underwood rendered it imprudent to pursue them. We 
succeeded in getting off the schooner (late the Pilot, of 
Norfolk) without her sustaining any materialinjury. Iam 
happy to state that not one of our men has been injured.’’ 

{Dated off Havana, April 8, 1823; signed C. K. Stribling, 
and addressed to Captain 8. Cassin, commanding the divis- 
ion of schooners and barges.) 

It will be seen here that only three or four pirates 
were killed or taken prisoners; in the other action 
there were seventy or eighty. I have no doubt 
that it was an entire mistake. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. May I trespass 
for a few moments on the courtesy of the Senator 
from Texas by asking him to allow me to do a 
like duty to a friend ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, it 
will be remembered, that several weeks ago I 
notified the Senate that on some suitable occasion 
I should endeavor te vindicate Lieutenant Bart- 
lett from aspersions which had been heaped on 
him, and | hoped that I should be able to do it to 
the satisfaction of every member of this body. I 
have been ready to perform that duty for some 
time; but owing to various causes, and the diffi- 
culty of getting the subject before the Senate, I 
have not been able todo so. If the Senate will 
give me their attention for a few moments—I do 
not propose to make a speech —i will endeavor to 
acquit myself of what I conceive to be one of the 
most pleasant duties of the social relations of 
life. 

I regret that the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Sie vt} is not in his seat. Ordinarily, the rules 
of courtesy would forbid that I should say any- 
thing on this occasion in his absence; butas I do 
not intend to say a single word, either intended 
or calculated to provoke one remark from him, I 
feel that [ violate none of the courtesies due to 
the Senate in making this explanation now. 

That the Senator from Louisiana felt warranted, 
and that he may have been justified, in pronounc- 
ing his sentence of condemnation on Lieutenant 
Bartlett, is a question which it is not necessary 
for my purpose to inquire into. All that remains 
for me to do is to satisfy the Senate, if I can, 
that there was no intention on the part of Lieu- 
tenant Bartlett to misrepresent any state of facts 
whatever. What is the ground on which this 
serious censure has been pronounced on Lieuten- 
ant Bartlett? A letter appeared in the New York 
Herald, which it is understood was prepared by 
Lieutenant Bartlett, not for publication, as I am 
informed, but it found its way into the columns 
of the Herald. In that letter the following pas- 
sage occurs: 

‘“«T have also seen a letter, in Commodore Perry’s hand- 
writing, to Mr. Parker, son of Commodore Parker, late a 
lieutenant, in which Commodore Perry compliments 
Parker, and then adds: ‘1 hope the day will soon come 
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when the monstrous injustice which has been done to you 

| and others will be corrected.’ ”’ 

| I take it for granted that Lieutenant Bartlett was 
the author of that paragraph. That it does not 

| comport with the letter of Commodore Perry to 

|Mr. Parker I am free to admit. In order that 

| the Senate may see it fully, I will read the letter 
itself, desiring to extenuate nothing, and not being 

| willing that anything shall be set down in malice. 
The letter of Commodore Perry to Mr. Parker 
is as follows: 

New York, Nevember 16, 1855. 

My pear Sir: I have received your communication of 
the 14th instant, and, though sympathizing most deeply with 
you and others who have been injuriously affected by the 
action of the late navy board, | feel myself constrained to 
reply, as [ have to all similar applications, that an implied 
obligation of confidence deters me from giving the informa- 
tion asked for. 
Trusting there will soon be some suitable way provided 

by which all interested may obtain all the information and 


explanation they desire, 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, M. C. PERRY. 


Lieutenant Foxnary A. Parker, United States Navy, 289 
| Spruce street, Philadelphia. 


| Now, Mr. President, I hold in my hand acom- 
munication which has been sent to me by Lieu- 
tenant Bartlett, explanatory of that difference in 
his construction of the letter. I read it: 


To the Senate of the United States : 

The undersigned is compelled, by a just sense of what is 
| due to himself and his friends, to advert to remarks made 
| on the floor of the Senate on Monday last, personal to him- 
| selt, and to state,as he now does, to the Senate, that while 
| it is apparent, from a reading of the letters, that in at- 
| tempting to relate from memory the contents of a letter 
which the undersigned was shown, without any reserva- 
tions, (but only fora moment,) a month previously—and 
knowing, as did the undersigned, that the writer of that 
| letter had expressed himself to the undersigned, and others, 
in strong terms condemnatory of the law by which the 


| the action under the law, and the belief and hopes of the 
writer of that letter (Commodore Perry) thatinjustice would 
be made manifest and corrected—the undersigned was in- 
| discreetly led to give to the letter of the commodore a force 
| and bearing which the letter itself, unsupported by other 
testimony, does not sustain. 

Tiis the undersigned deeply regrets, but submits that it 
does not invalidate, orin any degree lessen the force of other 
testimony to the same effect, which testimony will be pro- 
duced if it shall be necessary. 

The undersigned begs to say that he has not willfully mis- 
| construed the commodore’s views and feelings. He believes 

that Commodore Perry was a “ conservative’? on the Navy 
board ; that he labored and struggled (though overruled) to 
constitute the board an inquiry that would give a chance 
to those who might be affected by it an opportunity to defend 
themselves, before the ax should fall upon them. 

The undersigned believes that scores have fallen who 
| could not have so fallen had this course been pursued, and 
among them the gallant commodore’s own son. 

As for the undersigned, he stands ready to surrender him- 
self as amenable to all the laws and regulations of the 
Navy, and all the obligations of a naval officer under the 
laws of the Navy, and under the severest charges which 
the Navy Department can frame against him, to go to trial 
| before a court-martial, asking no indulgence but the secu- 
| rities of the laws. Very respectfully, 

WASHW’N A. BARTLETT. 

WasnHineton, 4pril 2, 1856. 


Mr. President, there is a boldgmanly, straight- 





| forward acknowledgment of his error—just such || 


| an acknowledgment as [I think an honest and 
| honorablé man would ever be ready to make. He 
| admits frankly, without reservation, that, in at- 
| tempting to quote the language of a letter which 
| he had read but for a moment a month before that 
| time, he stated it in stronger terms than the letter 

itself warranted. Is this remarkable when it is 
| considered that he had not scen it from the time 
| when he was permitted to read it but for a 

moment, till it made its appearance here in the 
| Senate ? 

I know it is the pleasure and wish of every 
Senator on this floor to accord justice to every 
American citizen; and J know that there is not a 
man on this floor whose heart would respond 

| more promptly to a rendition of justice to an in- 
/nocent man than would that of the honorable 
Senator from Louisiana. From my own long 
acquaintance with him, I feel certain that he 
would be as happy to know that Lieutenant Bart- 
lett stood exonerated from any purpose of inten- 
tional falsehood, as I who profess to be his per- 
| sonal friend. 
Was there any ground on which Lieutenant 
| Bartlett may have been misled, or any reason wh 
misconceptions may have arisen in his mind? 
That Commodore Perry did express himself to 
Lieutenant Bartlett in strong terms of condemna- 
tion against a portion of the action of the board I 
suppose will not be controverted by any one. I 
presume that the commodore has used language 


CaS 


naval board was convened, as weil as to the final results of 


April 23, 


i 
on that subject, saying that he did not concur ing 
| portion of the action of the board. He so Stated 
| in conversation with Lieutenant Bartlett; but | 
| am not left to rely on Lieutenant Bartlett’s state. 
ment unsupporte by others. I hold in my hang 
a letter written by Lieutenant Gibson, a hich} 
honorable officer, to a brother officer, Mr. Mason 
of Virginia, in which he says: 7 
| TI called yesterday tosee Commodore Perry. He is, ts 
| you may have heard, very indignant at the proceedings of 
| the board. He says he did all he could to prevent their 
unjust action, but that he could do nothing. He spoke o¢ 
| your case particularly He says that he is anxious to lj 
called on by Congress to give his opinion of the whole pro. 
ceedings of the board, and hopes that he may be sent fo, 
and examined on the subject. He expressed his decidej 
| conviction that, if the report of the board had not been so 
| hastily approved by the Secretary of the Navy and th» 
President, (through the influence of the Secretary,) anq 
had been sent back to the board for reconsideration, a very 
great change would have been made in it, forhe thinks that 
by that time the conservatives on the board would haye 
had more influence. Would it not be as well for you to 
| endeavor, through whatever influence you can muster, ty 
have Commodore Perry ordered before Congress, that jo 
may relate the proceedings of the august tribunal, the navqi 
| retiring board, and show the evidence which operated on 
| the minds of that body in their decisions on the characters 
of their brother officers?” 
| Lieutenant Bartlett had seen that letter. [p 
addition to that I must be permitted to say—and 
I regret that the Senator from Louisiana is not ip 
| his place to hear it—that I have been informed 
by two Senators on this floor that the Senator 
from Rhode [sland [Mr. James] had a conversa- 
tion with Commodore Perry of the same charac. 
ter and purport, and that he communicated the 
substance of that conversation to Bartlett. 

With these impressions on the mind of Lieu- 
tenant Bartlett, at a time when he undertook to 
give his recollection of a letter which he had read 
a month before, is it at all strange that he should 
have used stronger language than the letter itself 
would bear? Anxious and careful as he was for 
the vindication of his own character, and that of 
his suffering brother officers, is it strange that he 
should have fallen into this unintentional error? 

What motive could Lieutenant Bartlett have 
had to misrepresent that letter ? Was it not known 
that the letter was in existence, and that the truth 
—refuting his construction of the letter—was at- 
tainable at any and at all times? Surely, what- 
| ever mer be said of him, no man has yet ventured 
| to say that he is wanting in intelligence and com- 
mon sense; but he must have been the veriest 
fool outside of a lunatic asylum to venture on an 
experiment so fatal as that. All that I ask is, 
that the Senate will believe, as I do, that it was 
| an unintentional error on his part, with no pur- 
| pose to do injustice to Commodore Perry, or 
| anybody else; but he was eager and anxious to 
| vindicate himself, feeling that he was trodden 

down, that he had been oppressed, and that he 

was suffering under contumely and reproach, and 
| he was ready to lay hold of anything which came 
|in his path that might help to release him from 
the unfortunate condition in which he found 
himself. 

I know, from my own personal knowledge, 
that there is not a man in the American Navy 
who cherishes for the character, for the fame, and 
| for the services of Commodore Perry a higher 
admiration or a more ardent devotion than Lieu- 
tenant Bartlett. He has ever looked to him as 
the star of his hope; he has ever relied on him 
as the best means of ridding himself from the 
opprobrium which is attempted to be cast upon 
him; and therefore he had no motive, and could 
have had no motive, to misconstrue and misrep- 
resent him. 

As for the charges preferred against Lieutenant 
Bartlett I have not a word to say. They are 
not before us. When they shall be here, under 
all my responsibilities as a Senator, I will give 
to them the consideration which they deserve. 
If it shall appear that the retiring board have 
done but their duty in dismissing him, I shall 
bow to that sentence, and shall stand by and 
vindicate them in their action. But, sir, | must 
be permitted to say—and it gives me unfeigned 

leasure to-say it—that I have known Lieutenant 
rtlett long, and I have known him well; and 
my honest conviction before Heaven and men 
to-day is, that he is as honest a man as lives upon 
the earth, and that he is as efficient an officer as 
any of his grade in the American Navy. Let 
the trial come; let the proofs be adduced, and 
then, if he is guilty, I shall say ““Amen’’ to his 
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cond , . 
rejoice to testify to that innocence. 


that, with my knowledge of him, and my impres- 
sions after a somewhat extended intercourse, 
social, personal, and official, 1 believe that he will 
stand vindicated before God and man when the 


I must say | 


j 
| 
j 


trial shall come. This is all I have to say, Mr. | 


resident. 
air. HOUSTON then rose and addressed the 
Senate until half past three o’clock against the 
acts of the late naval board. 

Mr. H. gave way, without concluding, to— 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I hope the honor- 
able Senator will not be required to finish his 
remarks this evening. He is rae laboring 
under indisposition. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, -2pril 23, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Wa po. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER stated that the regular order 
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emnation; but if he is innocent we shall all | know whether the deficiency bill has not passed || them twenty per centum upon the compensation provided 


| this House, and gone to the Senate ? 


| 


\| 
1 


of business was the consideration of the report of | 
the Committee of Elections on the Nebraska con- | 


tested-election case. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the State 
Department, respecting the tariff duties, restric- 
tions, prohibitions, and custom-house regulations, 
applicable to American tobacco in the principal 
commercial countries of Europe, in answer to a 


resolution recently passed by the House of Rep- 


resentatives; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ular order of business. 

MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
House bill No. 261 was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAVEN. What bill is that? 

Mr. SEWARD. 
the improvement of the harbor of Savannah, in 
the State of Georgia. 
motion acted on now. 
over. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, their Secretary, announcing 


I call for the reg- | 


It is the bill in reference to | 


Ido not care to have the | 
Let it be entered, and go 


that the Senate had passed bills of the following | 


titles; in which he’ was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House: 


An act to alter and amend the act entitled ‘* An | 


act to establish a circuit court of the United States 
in and for the State of California,” approved 
March 3, 1855; and 


An act to provide for issuing patents in certain | 


cases where grants of the public lands have been 
made by Congress. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

An act to amend the act granting bounty land 
to certain officers and soldiers who have been 
engaged in the military service of the United 
States, approved March 3, 1855; and 

An act to continue half pay to Mrs. Lewright 
Browning, for a further term of five years. 


DEPICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
privileged question. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the fifty-first amendment of the 
Senate was concurred in. On yesterday, when 
the proposition was 2 for action, I voted under 
a misapprehension. On looking more closely to 
the subject, I find that it involves general legisla- 
tion, and therefore violates the rule which I have 
laid down for my guidance in this House, to op- 
pose the insertion in appropriation bills of any- 
thing but appropriations. I wish to liave my vote 
correct upon the record; and to do so, make the 
motion to reconsider, which I have submitted. I 
move the previous question. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 





| in the legislative department of the Government, and to 


| such as receive the benefits thereot,”’ approved the 20th of 
| July, 1854, and the provision in the act of 3d March, 1855, 


| Congress; and that so much of the act approved the 3d 
| of March, 1855, as requires all blank-books, binding, and 


|| tendent of Public Printing; be, and the same is hereby, 


| 


| 


| question is pending. 











| repealed. 


| state that the motion to reconsider must go over? 


| has been taken up by the unanimous consent of 


| of the Senate was concurred in; and that the 
| action of the House yesterday, in reference to it, 
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| by the seventh section of the act of 4th August, 184, making 
i “ie jj a a t 2 civ lomatic expenses of Gov- 
Mr. GIDDINGS. No matter. We can send || —” ter the eivilnns cipreqsetis oxy yee 
for it. Now, sir, what is that seventh section which 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hardly suppose || makes this provision for them? Simply this: 
the clerks have made up the report, and carried || « That the librarian of Congress shall receive 
the bill to the Senate. 


me wer 3 ; $1,800, the assistant librarians $1,500 each, and 
The SPEAKER. That fact is not material. || the messengers $1,200 perannum;’’ and the money 
The motion to reconsider is in order. ; 


) iS appropriated to pay the same. So it will be 
The amendment was read; and is as follows: seen that the first of this amendment applies to 
Sec. 2. and be it further enacted, That the joint resolu- 


: nothing, and affects nothing, except the twenty 
¥ » “ 5+ 2 © - » ring - . 
tion of Congress “ to fix the compensation of the employés er cent. to these men in the library of Congress. 


he whole amount which this amendment leaves 
them in possession of, and which they have had 
heretofore, and which I think they will be enti- 
tled to under the appropriation bill of last year, 

even if this amendment should be defeated, will 
| not exceed $1,200 to $1,400. 

That being understood, the second object of 
| the amendment is to repeal the provision which 
has been held to give the public printer twenty 
per cent. upon the compensation given him by the 
law of 1852, establishing the superintendent's 
office, and fixing the compensation of the public 
printer. 

Sir, I wish it understood by members here, and 

by the country, if this object is not carried out— 
if thisamendmentis reconsidered and struck out— 
there will be taken out of the public treasury 
annually, contrary to the intention of Congress, 
who passed that law, from twenty to one hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars—whether it shall be 
| agreater or less amount depending entirely upon 
the construction which the Court of Claims, sanc- 
tioned by Congress, shall give to the law. Let 
us stop and think of that fora moment. I under- 
stand that the Court of Claims have already de- 
cided that the public printer is entitled to twenty 
per centum extra compensation under the law as 
it now stands—that he is an employé of the House 
within the meaning of the joint resolution of 1854. 
It is to obviate this decision, to get rid of the 
| effects of this construction, that I wish this amend- 
ment retained. But the court has not yet decided 
whether the public printer shall have that twenty 
per centum on his net profits only—which would 
give him about twenty thousand dollars per 
annum—or whether he shall have it upon the 
entire amount paid him in gross for all the print- 
ing—in which event it will, in me judgment, 
amount to more than one hundred thousand dol- 
lars. It is enormous; it is a public scandal; and 
ought to, and will, if understood, bring Congress 
into disrepute and disgrace. 

Sir, I am determined these things shall be 
known; and if men here will not remedy them, 
they shall take the responsibility of such derelic- 
tion under the public eye. I prefer to let the 
librarian and his assistants have this twenty per 
cent. addition to their salaries, which will not 
amount to more than $1,200 to $1,400 perannum, 
and by that means get rid of this wanton, fear- 
ful, infliction upon the Treasury for the printer. 

I think the legislation of last year gives it to the 
| librarian any way, and without this provision in 
| the amendment; but if it does not, had we not 
better give that $1,200 to get rid of the $100,000 
to the printer, whether the proceeds are or are 
not to b shared by the printer with men in or 
about these Halls, or elsewhere ? 

1 have heard, Mr. Speaker, from various sides 
of the House, much talking about human rights 
and economy. A few days ago I heard a gen- 
tieman, who is proclaimed as a leading member 
|| of the Republican party, and, for aughi I know, 
| assumes to be such, [Mr. Sranton, of Vhio,] 
declare in substance, as I understood him, that 

he would have to change his course of action in 
this body to enable him to arraign this Adminis- 
tration in the coming campaign on the subject of 
economy. It struck me as curious and peculiar 
at the time; it seems still more so since I wit- 
nessed the voting on this amendment yesterday. 
I saw only yesterday, sir, a great many of these 
economical and virtuous Republican members on 
this side of the House exhibit a ee! a most 
devoted and steady willingness, ay, determina- 
tion, so to vote upon this amendment as to con- 
tinue this enormous abuse, and still pay, by thou- 


prohibit the allowance of the usual extra compensation to 


which authorizes the application of the benefits of said res- 
olution to apply to the librarian, and assistants, and messen- 
ger in the library of Congress, be so construed as to allow 
them twenty per centum upon the compensation provided 
by the seventh section of the act of 4th August, 1854, making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Gov- 
ernment; and the said joint resolution shall not be con- 
strued to apply to the public printer for either branch of 


ruling for the several Executive Departments shall be fur- 
nished under the direction and supervision of the Superin- 


The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
cannot be considered at this time except by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. WHEELER. f object. 

Mr. HAVEN. I trust that, whatever is done 
with the motion, it will be disposed of now. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. HAVEN. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. A demand for the previous 


Mr. HAVEN. Do I understand the Chair to 


The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
can only now be considered by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. HAVEN. And do I understand that a 
motion for the previous question is pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair salioniened the | 
gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Tuursron] | 
to call the previous question. 

Mr. THURSTON. I hope the motion to re- 
consider may be disposed of now. 

No objection being made, the motion to recon- 
sider was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. HAVEN. I ask the gentleman from 
Rhode Island to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. THURSTON. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Do I understand 
that the gentleman from Rhode Island has the 
right to call up his motion to reconsider at this 
time? 

The SPEAKER. 


The motion to reconsider 


the House. 
Mr. HAVEN. I hope the House will refuse 


to reconsider the vote by which this amendment 


will be sustained. Now, sir, what is the amend- 
ment? What is its object? What does it pro- | 
pose to accomplish? 1 am free to confess that, 
taken in all its parts—taken in the aggregate—it 
is not exactly as I would prefer having it. 1 would 
much prefer getting rid of the first and last parts 
of it, and saving that portion of it only which 
repeals the twenty-per cent. to the public printer, 
if [could do so; but I have seen enough here to 
know I cannot accomplish that, with this House 
or with the Senate. The amendment seems to | 
aim at three objects. The first one is, to allow 
the librarian of Congress, and his assistants, 
and the messengers in his office, twenty per cent. 
upon the compensation which was provided for 
them by the seventh section of the civil and di- 
plomatic appropriation bill of the 4th of August, 
1854; and this is all of the first object. It is 
expressed in these words in the amendment it is 
now proposed to reconsider: 

Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That the joint resolu- 
tion of Congress “to fix the compensation of the employés 


in the legislative department of the Government, and to 


prohibit the allowance of the usual extra compensation to || sands and tens of thousands, the public money to 
such as receive the benefits thereof,” approved the 20th of | 


- met of || this public printer as a mere gratuity. I notice 
July, 1854 the i. » .? 
whi colsdaon the temiacenoton Bh A ape ps ey || sir, that they fuse and vote with the Democratic 
olution to apply to the librarian, and assistants, and messen- || party upon this question. I wish the House and 
ger, in the library of Congress, be so copstrued as to allow || the country to understand that, too. They seem 
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united in voting the plunder to their favorites; I 
do not know whether oe remain together and 
divide it, or not. I want the action of the House 
yesterday sustained. We have, by a small ma- | 
jority, concurred in the Senate amendment, and 

trust that concurrence will not be reconsidered. 
I wish an end to this matter. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman let me 
ask him a question? ‘ 

Mr. HAVEN. Icannot yield. I know enough | 
things to say upon this subject without being | 
questioned. I will try and make my statements 
so as to cover the ground the gentleman’s ques- 
tion would reach, and thus answer it wit 
having it put. 

I have spoken of two of the objects of this 
Senate amendment; the remaining one is to allow 
the executive departments hereafter to order their 








own blank books, binding, and ruling, without | 


the interposition of the Superintendent of Public 
Printing, 
At first I thought I should like to get rid of this 
rovision; but I am willing, now, to hold on to 
it. Since I find that in this very deficiency bill 


we have over a million of dollars of deficiency for || 


paper, printing, &c., and that neither the Super- 
intendent of the Public Printing nor the Commit- 
tee on the Public Printing can tell us how such 
an enormous deficiency happened in this one 
branch of service, and almost under the eye of 
Congress itself, nor for what purposes the money 
appropriated last year has been expended, I 
would rather let the heads of Departments order 
their own books. Whatthey may order will not 
even amount to one quarter of the extra compen- 
sation to be given to the public printer if this 
amendment fails. 

But gentlemen say, why do we not pass a 
separate bill or joint resolution, and send it to 
the Senate, to accomplish this purpose? Ah! 
Mr. Speaker, there is a delusion in that—that is 
one of the things that would drop to the bottom 
of the dead sea of unfinished business. We did 
pass a separate joint resolution last year, on 
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| from New York against the Republicans and the 
| Democrats of this House, who have in connec- 
tion voted against the proposition now up for re- 
consideration. The gentleman seeks to make the 
impression upon the public mind that those who 
voted against this amendment are in favor of 
giving this twenty per cent. to the public printer. 
l utterly deny and repudiate the intimation. It 
will be remembered by the members who were 
then present, thatat the time this amendment was 
pending, I stated, with others, that while the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means were unanimous in 
recommending a non-concurrence in the amend- 
ment, they were also unanimous in the opinion 
| that the twenty per cent. ought not to be allowed 
'to the public printer; in other words, that the 
principle of the Senate amendment upon that 
point was right, and would receive the sanction 
of every member of that committee. This state- 
ment was made; and the gentleman from New 
York endeavors to create an erroneous impression 
'when he charges that those who voted against 
the amendment were in favor of giving the twenty 
| per cent. extra allowance to the public printer. 
On what ground, sir, did we put our objection? 
Not that the amendment was wrong. Some of 
the committee were of the opinion that the pro- 
vision in reference to the twenty per cent. to the 
| librarian and hisassistants ought notto be granted. 
| There was a diversity of opinion in regard to that, 
because it was held that these officers were already 
receiving that extra compensation. 

But, upon the subject of paying to the public 
printer this twenty per cent. extra allowance, 
there was no diversity of opinion. Nor have I 

| heard any member on this floor advocate or defend 
the propriety of voting that allowance to the pub- 
lic printer. Why, then, should the gentleman 
| from New York seek to create a false impression 
| upon the public mind by chafging that members 
of this House, of the one side or the other, are 
in favor of a proposition, when he has not one 
iota. of ground to stand upon in making the 
charge? 








the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{[Mr. Reapy.] It was pure and unadulterated; 
it was mixed up with nothing else. It declared, 
as this amendment does, that the twenty per cent. 
clause of the resolution of 1854 should not be 
construed to apply to the public printer. It was 
sent to the-Senate. That body, on that occasion, 
preferean that the public printers should have the 
venefits of the twenty per cent. resolution The 
Senate took to public printers, then—so that they 
not only pocketed our resolution, but made a new 
printer for their House. The election was then 
only in thedim future. They have now tendered 
us this amendment, in which, with other things, 
to which I am not very much opposed, they pro- 
pose to repeal the joint resolution granting the 
twenty per cent. to the public printer, and I insist 
that we ought to hold them to it. If we do not 
hold them to it, | want the country to know that 
it is because the super-extra-economical Republi- 
cans, on the one side, and the Democrats, whose 
known weaknesses are economy, on the other, 
unite and fuse to shave the public Treasury to 
this enormous extent, for the bene ft of aman in 
whom they both seem to have, on this question, a 
very deep and abiding interest. [Laughter.] I 
hope this reconsideration will be voted down. If 
it is not, I have at least cleared my skirts of this 
transaction, and discharged what I deemed a duty. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Would it not 
meet better with the views of the gentleman from 
New York to reconsider the vote concurring in 
the amendment, strike out the objectionable por- 
tions, and then concur in the portion which ap- 
plies to the public printer? 

Mr. HAVEN. Notatall. Inasmuch as there 
is but about $1,200 on the one hand and $100,000 
en the other, I much prefer to take the Senate 
upon the hook where they have put themselves. 
If we send the matter back in any other way, or 
with any change, I am afraid they will get them- 
selves off it, and between the two Houses the 
whole matter will be lost. We have the mat- 
ter all in our own hands now; if we will firmly 
eone hold of it we can stop this one abuse at 
east, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I have 
not taken the floor for the purpose of discussing 
the merits of this amendment, but for the purpose 
of replying to a point made by the gentleman 


| Sir, I desire to state still further the ground 
re which the Committee of Ways and Means 
| placed themselves. I called the attention of the 
| House to it the other day; I will do so again. 
|The Committee were opposed to interpolating 
| into your apgeppreanen pills mere matters of 
|legislation. You know, Mr. Speaker—other 
members know—all of us will know before this 
Congress adjourns—that a more fatal blunder 
could not be committed than to convert the appro- 
an bills into mere legislative bills. If that 
pe done, where can we stop? Where is it to 
terminate? You put in this provision of legisla- 
tion; another member offers and has introduced 
another. You have your rules, which the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means are seeking to enforce. 
They call upon you to enforce them, and thus 
keep your appropriation bills clear of everything 
except the objects contemplated by those rules. 
They are, by the rules, bills for appropriation, 
and for nothing else. If we pass from that 
object—if we vary from that line—if we admit 
one subject-matter of legislation—with what pro- 
| priety and with what justice can we exclude 
others ? 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman from New 
York, if, when he knows there is a unanimity of 
sentiment upon this floor in favor of the principle 

of which he would have the country understand 
| him to be the peculiar advocate and defender; 
| when he knows that the unanimous judgment of 
| this House can be pronounced, any dav’ in favor 

of that provision; when he has evidence that the 
| Senate will concur with us, because they have 
| adopted his amendment;—I put it to him to know 
whether, for the purpose of carrying this amend- 
| ment, he is prepared to repudiate our rules, and 
| to repudiate the principle upon which the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means invite you to stand, 
to wit: that of keeping the appropriation bills 
clear of all legislation and confined to the objects 











for which they were intended—the making of the 
necessary appropriations for carrying on the Gov- 
ernment: 

Mr. HAVEN, Does the gentleman desire an 
answer? 

Mr. COBB. I do, sir. 

Mr. HAVEN. I answer the gentleman from 
Georgia, by saying I am perfectly willing, and 
particularly anxious, to do it in reference to this 


_a diseased limb—and is leaving legislation w 
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matter. The object of this amendment is 


simp) 
to eut off an old and enormous abuse, and oat 2 


create a new office or place. _ It is to cut off g ‘‘ 


| from which they are constantly drawing from th, 


Treasury by thousands. It is not making ney 
legislation; it is taking out a cancer—cutting of 
it ought to be. her 

The gentleman asks me if I am willing, 
| the purpose of getting this amendment now to 
forego our rules, instead of introducing the change 
| in a separate bill? I told the gentleman befo,. 
| that we sent to the Senate a separate bill, and hj, 

friends in the Senate refused to take it up ang 
consider it. Your appropriation bills are full of 
this kind of legislation—of limitations and yp. 
strictions on the proper use of money; and, whey 
| the legislation of the country has got into thi; 
state, this is the only way in which you ¢ay 
| legislate upon the subject. 

Sir, my friends on the other side of the Hy 
well know that, if this amendment is not cop. 
_ curred in, that is the last of the attempt to py 
| anend to the enormous expenditures in the public 

rinting. Itis idle to talk of a separate bill. }; 
as been clung to, and this money has been pock. 
| eted, during this Administration; and, for one, | 
am ready and desirous to get rid of it before we 
| Americans take the responsibility of the Govern. 
| ment upon our own hands. 
| Mr. COBB. My friend from New York may 
| relieve himself from all apprehension of that sori, 
| as the responsibility will not fall upon him or his 
| party. There is no necessity for alarm upon tha 
| subject. The gentleman waxes warm in the de- 
| fense of a principle which nobody opposes; he 
| becomes earnest in the advocacy of a provision 
| which nobody opposes. He seems determined 
| to be understood, and to be appreciated by the 
| country, as the peculiar friend, the peculiar advo- 
| 





cate, and the peculiar defender of this provision 
| against giving the public printer twenty per cent, 
| extra. Now, if the gentleman from New York 
will show us who are opposed to him in that 
measure, I will give him some credit for the zee| 
with which he defends a principle which nobody 
opposes, 
r. HAVEN. The votes of yesterday show 
fully. 

Mr. COBB. But he fell back again upon the 
idea that the Senate refused to pass a bill of this 
kind, which was passed by the Fane during the 
last session. Well, if the Senate did, they have 
given you the most satisfactory evidence that they 
| are now prepared to pass the bill, because the 
adoption of this amendment by the Senate gives 
you to understand that they are ready to codp- 
erate with you in passing a law to take this 
twenty per cent. extra from the public printer. 
So there is nothing in all that the gentleman has 
said upon that point. 

But he says this is a proper manner to effect 
this object,and to put a stop to this expenditure. 
I ask him if every amendment which will have 
the effect of lessening the appropriations is 4 
proper subject-matter to be placed in an appro- 

riation bill? You have an officer who receives 
hive or ten thousand dollars; by abolishing the 
office you get clear of the appropriation; but is it 
legitimate to pat in an appropriation bill a pro- 
vision to abolish the office? By repealing your 
territorial laws you get rid of all the expenses of 
your territorial governments; but is it legitimate 
to put into an appropriation bill a provision re- 
pealing the territorial laws? By reducing the 
salaries of your different officers you would get 
rid of a vast amount of expense; but is it legit 
mate to reduce those salaries in a general appro- 
priation bill? 

I thus show the gentleman that, when we pass 
one inch beyond the line marked out by the rules, 
we abandon the only restriction placed upoa 
Congress; and it beeomes a mere matter of dis- 
cretion with a majority of the House whether 
they will put any provision intoan appropriation 
bill, or leave it out; and I am not willing to leave 
that to the discretion of this or any other House 
of Representatives. I prefer to stand by the 
rule of the House, and especially as I regard it 
as a good and safe rule. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desireto say a few words 
upon this proposition. Iam very much gratified 
that this debate has sprung up at this time. | be- 
lieve such a discussion will be much more useful 
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